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Ch1cagb Eederal Reglonal COUﬁCllS.
elop a rationale and plan for a sProjécted. six-month study of the prob-
&

dev
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This report is -the result of’ research sponsored by the Dadlas and
e, )
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The pr1mary objectlve has been:to'
L] L
£ ) .
.
g

ms assogiated with the coordination vf migrant serv1ces.
[‘ - -~
]

. <

/Phase:II will conS1st

"The Councils. have envisioned the study as a 'Hmltiphased/approach
deS1gned to bring about effgctlve actlon on’ an 1nterr;glona1 b=31si"
/

\ 3
'I
‘will be actual

i o
\
i

N3
/backngund for th1s pro-

Phase 1 resulted ingthe study plan presented here;n
of detallei'analysls and action recommendatrons Phase I
the GOunclls are included

/

coordinative activities, Memoranda detailing the
t
*\3, . ’

9. o

6
.
[

N
*
.
L]

Ject and the conceptu 1 framework agreed upon by

“
~

in- an appegdix to this decument
This study arlses out\of a need percelvad by the Regional Céuncils for
z;‘ . “
7 .

the™ 1mprovement of programs and services for m1grants and their families.
. ; A
J . .
uture programs. A bpasic

Speclfically,tthe Councils perceive thelneed for cootd1nat10n of currenL

N
Nyt

-

cooperation has m1t1gated against

. programs and carefuf planning for cooréinating
v . L
aSSumpthn is that programs‘and prOJects;for m granfs ‘have not.recerved ,
adequate c9erd1natlon across federal, r?gloaa;’.state, and 1oca1 1eye1s. . -_h
lefuse and often redundant programs hé;e been the Tesult, Inadeduate .’
¢ Iommunlcdtlon hence 1essen1ng 1ntefactlon
grograms serﬁlng m1grants. \ ' Co :
- ! L

§
i
1 res of

i

ﬁ
¥

concerning the. duccesses and’
Intraproject evaluatlonfsuch/ap that ca11ed for under Section 507 of
’ -t
g&ﬁgﬁgllshed llttle more than ;
2

‘ .\ ‘e
’ the Education Amendments, Tltle i 1972 hgs
‘ atsegsments of individual programs;?f’;{?slatlve manda;e has not sought to
.bring together the resourde% Zf‘lhe geveral federal departments, regional, o
i "M-ﬁ fa . ®
J Bean ungblé or unw1111ng to address _coor- lt ,
and:stafe 1eve1 have been 1arge1ye ¢ ‘u
: --f.w‘;"- .

’

state, and local levels,havé oﬁﬁen

/ f .

,%4

dination. Attempts at jhe region

4

A

@
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unsuccess ful becahse‘oﬁ the complexity and numerous levels of agencies

.
. ' -

involved in administering these grograms. A réview of the literature reveals

3

*the follpwing problems relating’.td coordination of those'governmental ser-
. ‘. » !

vices provided for by legislatiye mandates: ' ¥ -

.» The need to improve-'migrant’ services through local state, and
regional coordination.’

.
-

A lack of consolldatlon resulting in low' prOJeCt and program

achievement or dup11catlon of services. .
. 1 4
[ h Q,
Inadequate piannlng of serv1ces having potential coordination,
Ve e l‘

-~
]

.
; i

R

excHanges orrby cooperative "s¥udies'" rather ‘than hy attempts to
coo;dlnate programmatlc effor'ts or services'. (The Migrant Student
Records Transfer System 4s the exceptlon 3 '

® .

Interstate eoordrnathn chara:g;rlzed-by such programs as teacher »

[y

14
Intrastate coordinatlon efforts ranging from California's Plan to
other states Wthh have multiple agencies that deal with migrant
problems and neéds.’ :

Inadequate communlcatlon on the part of states ‘which .do have

1nteragency coordlnation with other states. N

A

The Regional Councils, therefore ‘autho}ized a planning grant to the

Southwest Educa@ional Development Laborag~ry for purposes of developing a .

!

. systematlt "plan of actlon" for the study of coordlnatlon émong m1grant

a .
programs and services that, can serve as a nat10na1 mod for coordination

\.
Aoy 4 te

of services to aid the migrant. - . ;o e

’ v
z . W . ’ N

X - sl U . o
This document details the research plaﬁ as ,well as the scope and, o

-

N

. . ] . * . . v ¢ )
complexity of studying a subject as broad as migrant® servicess- For purposes

' ~

of this stud a "migrant'.ig ‘defined as anyone who has moved from one area
Y, & g y
. .

tQ another during the past year in order to .seek or acduire employment in

o . - - [ -

agricdlture, includinggrelated food précessing activities such as cpnning.
. ) ¢t

Children of these individyals are also assumed to be ﬁigrants. Migrant pro-.
H ~ '

gramé or projects are,tthereﬁdre, deflned as publicly and privately £ nded

efforts to study and/or assist 1nd1v1dua1s and families fitting Lhe "migrant"

‘ ~

definition, The term ”coordination" is also loosely defined to include both
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inter: .and intra-program management practices. The scope of the research
S . Sy S
plan is detailed later in this.seport, But it should be noted here that .
R ‘. o LN . M ’ I < Lt
programs and projects on all levels of government "haye been studied for
. s . . ) .- N
. . . L A B
furthervanalysis: ) . . . o
. ‘. ' . v . . ‘- f]
‘The major extant migrant ‘serviees are based in four areas: education,
N . b.( . ’ '\:, \":
. . . . * . . N
employment ‘and job training, health, and\socigl services.. Although the
o Ce 4 . ] » < .
N » . ' . N ‘ . .
3 - N ’ + . - ! s
-principal focus of the research plan, is on ongoing programs and projects,
5 . . ' : .
- ’ A . " .
special ‘attention is given to the influence of agribusiness.on the.above
* -
T 2 L .- ol . . ‘
areas and on the living conditions of migrant families. - .
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A regent study eStlmates that there are some li4 million mlgrant orkers:

& s s . -
Id ., PRl ’ v

in the Unjted States today.l- These people——Mexican American, Black, Indian,
. . v . L 4 .

- . N sf e

. Puerto;Rioan, and Anglo--travel through all the states eﬁcept Alaska, Hawaii,

»

and Rhode Island. in search of seasonal agr1cultural work. * They are the -
s . 4,

poorest paid and poorest educated single group of workers in the nation,2 and °*
the results of this'deprivation are manifested in a number of tragic '

ways. The, m1grant 1nfant mortality rate is two and. one- half times the‘national

2
S - -

average.'3 The life expectancy of the Mexican American migrant has been esti-

Jmated at less than 607 that of the average U. S. citizen,~and'1e is'tyice as -

» i

likeiy to,die of an- aécident or an infectious disease.’ Ninety percent of allw

L 4 ~

. . ’
-mlgrants never finish hrigh school their average educationﬁlevel is fourth or

fifth grade, and at the sixth grade and beyond the school dropout‘rate for

migrants is approximately twice that of the population as a whole. > Y

I3 . )
~
.

Migrant health' problems “can be alleviated to some "extent by)social
’ assistance, but most migtants do not know how to obtain.this as91stance, or

E
x -

even thHat it exists.’ A 1971 survey of_programs funded under the so-called

”Migrant Amendment” to. Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education -

. LY !

. ’ #, -

Act found that while -the health services available’ to the m1grant population

.

] . ~ 2 ¢ hd
d1d vary--from excellent to' abysmal——even the best of the;e services we€re
. s 7
reach1ng only a small fraction of “the migrant children in’ the area& they
> . 7o, )

covered. Less than ong-= flfth of the childrenrin the surveyed programs weni.'
’ . A J b
actually recelving medical or dental treatment %%though examinations and
L
Ve

- :

-

immunizations had been provided to a somewhat greater number.6 .

h o~ e

. ’. . EE— g N
In the area of education, the picture is equally bleak. As the itinerant

" ‘workers f6llow tHe crops; their annual migratiop involves most membegs of the -

‘/\h . y
Vo . ~ a .

it

@




family,,-since all‘eicépt infants and very young~children <can help in.thef

fields. Thus, from year,to‘yéar, migrant children are forced'to leave'
school early’and return late? or'not enten.school'at all, Contindity of

‘. education; or satisfactory completidn of each grade, constitutes a major

. and critical.problem in pro&iding foY the education of “these children and

3 . .
. . . . .

. 1
3y helping them to- prepare for a future in which the crops that yielded their

’ [y VA4

’ parents ‘livelihood will be planted “and . harvested by machine.

Studies' of migrant eduCation in Texas conducted by the South;\¥t ™

. Educational Development Laboratory from l967 through l968 1nd1cated that C

/ ¢

- ~

. T, in p}imary school, ensries and withdrawals or migrant children occurred

‘throughout the school yeak. Enrollment patterns of secondary migrant sq
» - . - e

dents conform d more closely to schuol norms, but it was estimated~that
[} \ « .

almost onevhalf of the eligible'migrant students neyereentered the‘geventb
j ' . T

/ \
grg%;, indicating the toll taken b& discontinuyity and other factors 1n the :

earlier yea/rs.7 Results of these studies also suggested that specific tech-

N

*

-~

3

»
niques for/alleviatin;\ﬁiscdntinuity, such as ungraded programs, continuous

- *

progreSs ?rograms, and use Of materials of v&rying levels pf difflculty,

enhiance

\

the migrant students

chances of academic success 1n the” schools

Hl
> &

8

»

@

i
)

Where z7ese techniques were employed.

May,~l972 't!e‘Eddcation Commission of the States' Task Force on

L

. ‘.Early Childhood Education gublished a report on early childhood programs

L .
<

for);he migrant students.,9 The task force s study found that 16 states now

had'stat —wide planning and coordinating migrant councils, five had two or,

&“
+ more coordinating groups of this nature; and eight had s1ngle counci}s -
. IR N . . -
2 - résﬁonsible for that portion of the state where migrant populations ppedmmb

[N s . . [ —

- }

nated, These groups were fynded primarily’by the Oqfice of Economic

-. ) . ;‘. . o RPN ]

. : "

4




Opportunity. However} the task- force again stressed the lack of and need ior
B o~ - y e, . ' s '.r’. ’
x continuity jin migrant ﬁ*%grams,_and nade the following suggestions.for .

v Y . N °
. s
. .

achieving {tv- * e g - :

~f - . . ‘1"
(1) Arranglng employment in ttek for 1?kntified clusters of/m;grant'
. workets; Co // o

-
. - .0 & -
v * '

(2) hncouraging the consistency of these. Glusters by prov1ding tlem
with special services,

@
- .

Kl

13) Developing special early, childhood telev1slon programs thatﬂwould
R be available to. the migrants while in' trek;

e

7.
.

,
° 4

(&) Improving -the transfer of 1nformation on individual migrant. ,
students——first wor&ing through the Vational Record Transfer -

: System, im Little Rock, and then, poSsibly through the satelllte
communicatipns (including a special migrant component) to be -
initiated.late in 1973 by-the " qucation Commission of the. States v

‘. ." and the Federation of Rocky WOuntain States, and

. ¢ 2

(5;\~3§¢eling out of the migrant workers while in trek and/or retention
of these workers in their home base states. ‘. ;

\/\ - ¢ LR ¢ LI

In aT,faspectsaof the extant programs designed\to meet the spec1al and

.
n\ovn .

RO

pressing needs of the migrant population, cooxdinaflon appears to be a major

L
_problem, The sunvey of Title 1 programs-further revealed that“ R
~~

. . -

In the projects ..visiteﬂ, progrant coordination to meet e
.y - the needs—of migrant .families was lacking. Onlx‘three of... 13 .

‘ m1grant edueatiop: projects.s. v1sitedsprovided'allrday programs For
m1graﬂt children for the full tipe their parents were working. ° In
others, éven where there were nearby day.care cenxers under pther
auSpigps, no.care was’ provided before.or af;er schodl for young.
‘children enrolled in . Title I mlgrant\eduCation projects Children
of all ages were left without supervision 4n migrdnt, camps. for

several hours in the morning , and for'a large part of the afternoqn
and early evening )

W

* L}

"

oordinatzon oﬁ-available serV1ces with migrant needs must bSLpndeftaken”‘

¢ ; ?
n conjunctiOn with: education‘for the’ day when the m1grant streams w1ll Hﬁ&

A
N .
o ity

! d1VErted 1nto c1ties already unable tQ provide employment for the ungkilledt h

1]
BN s, '8

Y
1

and fhe untrained, To this end, the follOying are p0siEed & nation—wide

£}
-

8Qals: ' A ; ,
| . . “pe -t . - . * : '
A, To deselop = systematic, sequential set ofteduqational'actiyities

- S, Ld . LY

~
,

B
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oty "w‘a}ﬂ’s

s’y

%th at home base and {n trek o
.5' « . 5 “ye

N

'

;uu ch yill optimize kéafniﬂg opporﬁuqities for migrant students

f

¥ . .

~

To develop and 1mplement realistic and deningful parcntal.1n\91ve—

- * - v . \ -
'fa‘*ﬂ ;.- ment and adult education and tralning activi*‘*q which will both
~ ';‘0 ° @; * ae, \ R - .
Jf;f "7 * “enSure and, max}mize economic and social progress for all.meﬁﬁers
» a. . ". ) . N :
3 N ' t, : h .
Yoo ot .7 of the’migrant families. o L, . T e
N o ‘-‘ , N i . . .
SR A T R . s, 0" . . o o0 -~ *
o * L. To ald migrants in reaéhing atailablp socialyservices, and* aid the >
‘? I * . . 4 . _' ’ K Lo . - - ‘. 5 N .
.+ «-Social service agencies-in reaching the migrants.” To perform a
‘L o " 7 ’ . . C.
¥ - : ¢ st L.
R contextual analysis of existing setvices and programs in order to
LTl e, - A . ‘
. f 1dent1f¥;gaps In these sérvices and develop packages to fill thém.
. » * L] ‘, » ‘ ! S )
D. To develop a network of 1nter5tate educational and %ocial service )
. Lt N Lt . r
. acc1v1t1es which will systematlcally attagk the problemq of migrants .
. ° ‘!’-‘, L.
AR "both at home base and in trek-on a continulng 12-month cyrle.
. . . . -

.‘ . —
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Major National Legislation Affecting Migrant Workers and Thejir Families -\

‘;r 3 ”
. ¢

o

<

. N\ - " .

-+ toward assisting this target pppulationu‘ Major: milestones in this %?gisla—.

. &

tion are indicatdd below: :‘K' R . N :
. [N ' L

-
a f

. Crew Leaders Registration Act of 1963 -- réquires crew 1faders to ﬁég%stero

. IS
a

" with ‘the ,JFarm Placgment‘Service of the Employmgnt Security Commissdonf

4 . 2
'

Economic'Opporfunity Act of 1963 —~ TitlgfIII—ﬁ provides for education for -

-

migrants'ahd.seasonalofafm workers*and for day care for theif‘childpen.
. ¢ -

Migrant Health Act.(P.L.'87—962) - provides for health services for migranﬁ

. , .

v

farm workers and their families.
- v .

[N .
. N N
L 4 ¢, - *

Fair Labor Standard Act of 1963 -- 1967 amendment extenlls mimimum wage
provisions-tﬁ'migfatbry §armvworkers‘h i%

. . a‘ 4 .

1968 Housing Act for Agrieultural Workers ~- set$ mimimum standards for °

' g v

t

- . ’

-~ a hd

housing to be used by migratory dorkers. .
- Five-year Eliéibility Provision of 1968 (P:Lf‘90—247) 5— nodifies definition

1 [ - .
of eligibility to participate in programs for migrant children funded
~ N 4

. . s, . * < e /
under P.L..'89-750. N AN . . .
~ -Carry-ovet of Funds (PeL. 91-230) -- authorizes carfy-pvef of funds approved
e N . '

for a state migramt program from the year in which allocated to the next

succeeding fiscal year. ,

s Eleméntafy and Secondary Education Act of 1965 —- 1966 amendment kP.L. 89-75

%
'y

) proyides for educational -programs for migratory childrer of migrant

. »
»

-
P N N ‘ ~

.~

agricultural workexs.
.

-~

Note: The proposed study will resedrch the relevant state legislation;'

. 2

. ' - . S
as well as performing an in-depth analysis of national legislation.

- .

¥ -

Although the problems and needs‘'of the migrant worker havé’been‘Vagqcly

.

.percei§é¢ for some time, only repentl§ has specific legislation been direg&ed

*

.
L

- .

oy

o)™
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) Review of the Litetature-: ¢ . LS . .
. . b ° . A , * < * . .e
s * o e v, hry [ L . . v - - s K N
‘. . “ R . . RIS ! ’\‘.v L Ly . LN o '_Q . ) , L . »
¢+« . s “Thé diterature on problems agsociated.with migrant farp laborers has T,
k) * . PO Y I * PO J. . - + ' N -
« . BN . X A [ . . .
-, . . ‘. been rev1ewjg.tp'ﬁb:@ A research-btase for the proposed six-month (Shor Termp) ., .
, T R . Lo e ; . ~ . . s
o . .4 e . - ‘ . . ) -
, " - & .-study for .the-Chicago*and ‘Dallas Federal -Regional Councils.* The focus
v . U . . ’ : ' ’

ot * N \."r ‘¢ 'r ' . ) . .s~'. o ‘ . . .’ |
s .'% ., of théfpropOSed plan -is the "inmterregional coordination of migrant '

. .
s P PN

. A : : : ) .
L. s . *$ervices." Spgc;flcallx,,therefore;~the literature has been researched for .
. ) . : "» : . . 4 -3 CT
LA XY 3 3 . M . . . " .
studies dealing with the coordination of migtant programs/projetts and ser*fi;

U
E3 [ PO .

LN $ 2 [ N 'y
v N “ PR A ’ N . o ' .
. vices. The term "spud1es';h33‘§ssumed the broddest meaning to include- re-
C o e T . o 3 .

. - e
T . PR A i
2

. * poxts of coordination efforts, evaluation of extant programs and projects 4
. e - - - '.- .‘ ) . ‘ ' ’ )
. that .refer to coordinative aspects, arnd prdposed or slggested systems for ‘
<. ) ot . ' . - g
coordination., : . ot

* S > . et

<, \ " Generally, all items :appearing in ERIC since 1965 have®been reyie@e&} ) -
. P .o 2

additional sources, such as bigiiqgraphies, have also been studied: The

’ ~ Pl

-. - - - ) ' - . .,‘ ' o - . - - *
most obvious research finding is the paucity of information on coordination or
Ld .

, - e . LT : N N ‘.
K cooperative efforts in the area_ of §t§:ant services. Secondly, the informd-
N “ . of . -
' T : ! . ; -t )
- tion that does exist ismost oftéﬁ(1nc1denﬁél to the major thrust of the o
’ . .

-
« 0 O

- study an/or report. Part of the summary that appears at the end of this’

- section is therefore, of necessity, by implication qridedudtion:ﬂ
. ~ ’ N

a - v e N

ix. i ‘ ) "r\{ .
o .
- . » . s N

. . . . .

- X .+ . *The authors have intentionally excluded from this revisy the greate
part of the literature that appears on migrant programs and servf@gs. This ‘

exélusionnwas done because migrant literature has been reviewed in greater
detail in previous reviews and~bib1iographi§§. The authors ttould particularly
. recommend the ERIC Clearinghouse on Rural Education and Small School Publi-
. cations, Migrant Education: A Selected Bibliography (3 Volumes, 1969, 1970 _
. and, 1971); A Synthesis of Current -Research in Migrant Education (1970); and .-

the monthly ERIC indices since 1971. - ) :

. . [
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ature.and pqoblems\hssoo'
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state,)
-
i the need for coordinati

:

r cooperatlvex_efforts gre m st

study on m1grants

" services| on_th regional,

LY

has pose

arid cons

11dat’%n of mlgrant p og
“(d

»
[y

H

.

As early %’?*1.965 four stat

Arlzona and g&arado) and four s

&)

problemSaAnd ur

g,“\

N v \'

A 1969 North Cafollpa Un1vers1ty

- e
Appalachla Adult Basic Education

»
o

,quallty of educatlon programs for

o

ference also d1SCUssed:

LIS

)

k4

v

€

*dent records.

. £

~J

Q

LRIC

"

earch of ERIC*a&d other s

or 10ca1 1evél§,

.

e’ de artments of educatlon (Texas

.d that thesefproble

state approach I~ There were, hoWe'
Educatlon for m1grants and dlsCussed ”1nteragency cooperatlon

mlgrant program Eoordlnatlon was addressed more d1rect1y at a 1966 Nhgrant ’
Education Conference sponsored b%‘the U, S. Office of ‘ﬁ§§3t1on
the conference focus was on ﬁlndlng ways to 1mprove the effectlveness andé
(a) methods ofgstrengthening State responsibility
»fo?*migrant programs;“(h) the‘expansion of'programs for interstate cooperﬁ
tion as they pertain to thermigrant child wnd his family; (t) the promotion

' .. ) L. o1l e ez . <. '

of irteragency cooperation by familiarizing new ,state m1gran;/toord1nators

“ R .
with'those agenciegthaving responsibility%for serv;ces to the migrant fami}y;
and (d) the dist ksion of practical approaches and techniques involved in-

the implementatijon of an interstaie system for the transﬁer-of migrant stu- -

The Conference report summar1zes the major agdresses and

the!Pro _%ms og boordination

R s
. -

urce&doe not’ reveal any spegdfic study’
»
ated with the (oordLnatxon nf mlprant,

; ‘

The 1ite§atune ih general

J . ! i

on, . int state. and 1nterageney cooperat ion,
! ) ’

e -

e’rénces, hdwe\rer, to coordinated

.
-

Often adg'as part of a réport of g larger
7
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rams

-

3
.
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/
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New Mexico,
e

made a etudv of mlgrant

.
2

be attacked°with a’codberatibe four—

[

. »

tax un1ver51tles

-}

. 5 +

»

r, no gu1de11nes fo? cooperative action.

.

repoft dealt w1th the need for Adult Bas1c
e
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N

through the "
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Demonstratlon Center. 2 The problem of
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‘-f‘; migrant stregm and ¢b) xhe need for

|

«determine th feasxblllty\a d\value of | a coordingted 1nterstate program of
! p

3; L s .'
o ' »
multragency Eg§9prces‘for Me ican American migrant farm workers. The report'§
. SR . s - > ’ y ‘
»,  basic areas of concern were v iythe.need for.a program of employability
: . M > \ 3“ : ' b '
ﬁhmilies who, because of diminishing

and subportiVe servicés‘for migr

-
:

“

Job opportunltles resulting‘from\@e h niéation of agriculture, wish to 1eavé the
. » ‘ ‘,-;;_

.v-,

.r

wé,
ide range of supportlve serv1ce9 for
D F

‘
" mlgrgnt families pr’ghose‘tp stay, rnkg stream. The reporf contaihs fiﬁdﬂ
: e Do i U i
. =,

. .
- .
ER ) \

. ‘ . .\ . " ' a .
conc1u31ons,‘and recommendatxons éon emnlng the experlmental and
: T m,

~ . - N

North Garbllna called tog%ther*ninéistaﬁe
. N \,. N »:-

3
e

activities and;to

N was to prov1de a ﬂ@rum for repOrtlng 1nd1v1dua1 agenc
. . " . . ’35« . . e l’.r‘,\!v
c00nd1nate efforts in roviding comprehen31ve serd&ces to m1grant§ on-an
- 5, \
3 X

§Som1nant1y intra-

.;4

’ intrastate ba31s.5 Interestlngly, Callfornla, wyph a pr

) ‘ -
! state 31tua§10n has reported the exlstenze of some 1nter9tate features.

-
.

]
. Braund et al.6 indicated that the state's program 1nc1uded r terstate

.‘

A}

L ' P

cooperatlon with Arizona, Oregon, Texas, and Washlngton. %Peq&flcs of thls-\

-

cooperation were‘zxchange of teachers, 1n—servLce educatlon of migrant edu-

[]
'

cational staféﬁ and exchange of information on effective tqchnlques in

.

H

educating mlgrent chlldren. ]
N -

s . v
Stockburger7"indicated that an important development in the interstate

H

. ‘ ~ N
’a has been the formation of the National Committeg on' the Education of

Migrant Children, which works at the national, regional, and state levels

-

7  epcouraging school aistricts to get and keep.fhe mig?}nt child in school

This committee is particularly interested in expangion and improvement” of

FRIC . % 7 b |

i
[

PAruntext provided by enic [ERAEES N
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Some irectlonfﬂrom”the national Level came from a National' Model for,

D2 { Lo v E’b .

{ f'

the f1rs Nat}onar anyentlon of State Mlgrant Coqrdlnators8 held in Denwer. ¢

+ Plan @Y the edueat}on-of mlgrant "children, report, as part of the state's

state | oordznatlon. génﬁgr et al, 1ﬂ tﬁbar .report of the Calhfornla Qtate
f - S S

- 4 . o
‘

. . ! ‘ #

.~ .
€ f '

S
{1 :’4 '/ "':\ N

" majoyx’ pr?grammatlc efforts,“several'lnterstate projects to assure the con-

tin'1fy'of educatlon and to coordlnate:the efforts of eeveral states which

Q N . -

5 ! .
ar prov1d1ng specia® educatlonai benefits for mlgrants. . . °
( ' : .
, |
- Klng et al. 10 conducted a studv to devise an’ 1nnovat1ve system to facil-

§

N Je

/‘pollcv for ABE; (b) there was no un1versa11y appllcable def1n1t10n of ABE;

. 1 s

” .

mtate 1nteragencv cooperatlon among 16 federal agencles concerne/,thh Adult"

- . _'g,y«
351c Educatlon. The study found that (a) there wasfno clear national -

- 4 . . R

.

(c) target populatlons were unclqar, (d) there was a lack of clear repgrting’

,,5 A te S

hahdﬂeVa&uéting procedures;-and (e?,an advisory cpuncil was recommended as

{

. . 4

. belng able to coordlnate successfully., . ) .

™ \ P - L d '

’F AIn 1970 the California Bureay of Migrang Education developed a series »

» . e

¢
! te

of gu1de11ne

“

that descrlbed the organlzatlonal structure and stafflng pat— .
Fot . .

turns for th admlnlstratlon and operation of 1oca1 mlgrant education programs

- . .

fhrough regi nal administrative units. These guidélines were’prepared at
‘a :? . N
of the, State Board of Education with th® guidance of the

P ! . s

ensdtory Education Commission and were intended to assist ™

-

the ‘directio

Adviscry Com

school dist,r

- ' : o
lcts in developing programs. under the Migrant Amendment to ESEA.

The document klso provides information on the identification of migrant child-
~ . . L]

.
v

ren, identififation of educational needs, level of funding,®fiscal manage-

11

[

ment,, and:evajuation of funded programs.
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Also, in 1970, the Good Neighbor Commi%fion‘of Texas created an.inter-

.agency task force on migrant labor and sought to catalogue migrant needs and
~ A . - - ' T
. inventg(y all ongoing federal and state migrant, programs in Texas. The re-

E

'

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.

" manage migrant sergices.

N,C ‘)

X"

. o . . ) . ’
port contains an overview of the Texas migrant
] * N

as well as suggestions for

.
a unified "stage plan" that includes both legislative and administrative
¢ . K ‘ e
recommendations that reflect the,need for coordinated efforts. Lepislative
i’ o\ .; .

(a3 a housing standards law to gqvein laboy @émps

of HE@L‘Q to

4

recommendations include
- ’ - N . ¢ |
and an-farm housing which will authorize the State DNepartment

enter,:inspect,aand enforce; (b) a State Housing Authdrity tof&eguléte‘and
- / . . !

R 1) . . N
expedite farm labor housing; and {c¥ a loan program siqilar'to that of the

‘ Y "
- . . . LS !
Yeteran's Land Board for-the purpose of improving housing for farm workers

-~

and improving the barrios. Recommendations for administrative.agctlon include

’
. id -

1

(a) ‘laws to insure that a' realistic shate of federal funds for* migrant pro-

L] t !

jects be allocatedyto Texas based on the state's
5" ' " - - + ’

populétibn; (b) expansibn of thehﬁigrant Health Clinic concept in the State

4 .
A i

n «™ . . . N
percentage of the ‘migrant

Health Departﬁent'via close coordination with the  Department of Public Wel-

\
- |7 . ~

fareqagg;the Texas Education Agency; and (c) providing free tuitio% in Texas

¢

institutions’ of higher learning'to qualified migrants. This'report heavily

¢

. - e . y . :
stresses the need é%r a centralized governmental unit teo coordinate and

. ‘ 12 ’ ) -

. ' ’ . W .,

4 The State of Washington conductedéﬁ similar study of agriculture and
. . ' % i
. ’ ¢ 4 ) g

enigrantSz The Task Force report gives 12 principal recommendations that

@ ~

PN

‘ include the creation of a state housing authority that can see to, among

y ¢ .2

other things, migrant housing‘needs, and the development of  educational stan-—
. - . N 2 [

N 4 N ' ; N
dards to measure the quality of egucation throﬁghout the state.}3

The Washington State Joint Committee on Education also .regommended to

the Legislature that ipterdistrict:cooperation was necessary in meeting

" . Ta - ' . ' .
g ’ \_ . . 3, ! ¢ .
ES , .

-
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needs” and spec1f1cally recommended that the Superlnten—

- N

mlgi?nv 6and Indlan)

L
‘dent of the Publlc,Instructlon Office be directed by law to exercise the ini-

~
. «

xlatlgg in the development of programs in school dxstrlcte that serve mlgrant

. v

and other economlcally disadvantaged chxldren 14

Ll .

The Office of Economie Op-, .

. 2

’portunity funded-a pilot study to obtain «data.about the mig:agt worker pop-

o . e

sulation' and to make conclusions and recommendationss The report included

. . , . ’

the call for social vell fare agencdes to coordinate efforts’ in.order to more

7

. - M % . .
equitably meeT Tthe needs of their migrant clientele.rs'-(‘.hevnev,16 1in his )
, _ . ) e . . .-
compilation of writings on migrant children, devotes the final chapters to
. . . T o : . )

, a statement of national needs for migrants that include récommendations for

K4
v RN . .

coordination and interagency cooperation.

\ N /

The results of a six-state project for developing
*9 . * . . -

in improving educational “opportunities for farm migrdht children is reported

"state leaddrship"

.

~ - “
. N .

by the:California State Department.of Education (as fég@éd\fy the U,S. Office
et . . o ~ g

of Education)., The project objectives were .td (a) -coordinate and. articulate

the efforts ofssix state.Departments of Educatiodn (Arizona, Califernia,

Delalare, Elorida, Oregon, and Waéﬁingtonj‘in assisting school systems in

[

identifying the education&l needs‘ﬁk'migrant“children and (b) determine the

.. ?
> -

" movement patterns,of gggrant workers ;SO that their children's needs might

by met successful%g The educational’ needs of plgrant chlldren were dis-

f . ‘

\

.-

VY

-

cussed in terms of equal opportunity, 1dent1f1cat10n "and eltlzenshlp, atti-

¢

N

“tudes, mastery of English, vocationai guidanceﬁﬂliving conditions, provision
. . Vi . Y .

>

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

O

RIC .

of adequate educational programs at allﬂlevels, and _supplementary financihg.k

&

" he attainmen;ﬁbﬁgthe project's objechi®es wWas examined in terms of record ¥
ya -

Se—

e

transfer systems,

N

' educational opportunities,

-

. . . BRI 17 .
include greater coordination and communication. v

v

model programs, coordination of ﬁgograms, 1mprovement of ~

-

and in-servicé education programs. Recommendations
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“ The Arizona State Department of Educatiog each y@a}'condqcts a teacher

. ’. . . e ¢ . B B ¢ % .

. exchange progr®m with ogher states, The program is“coord%ﬂ?ted\tﬁroﬁgh the

T . . - . . o : . A
"Migrant Child Education Office and provides an opportunity for state educa- Lo
« | ’ X . o . . -~ 0 » o

v ' tiopal agencies to share training techniques, materials, and procedures

s
:

through practical dpplication and on-site obsServation. +Moreover, the pro-

o -

)

. Stam provides training which yiil develop resourge p el to ass’gt §téte

- - °
. . -
.

- ' . educational agencies in ,the development of futUre interstate and idtrastate
’ s . R Lo ‘ . . ‘ K .

program§.18 o ' o .o - °
- . 5 ) - . _ <
h " e , L ey ¢ . v . * ) i . T
. - .~ ‘Two majer reports bear signifixcgntly on the problems' addregsed in this 4
. \ s N . . ' P . : o .
‘ ""document:. Wedne;day's Children and the GAO repdrt, Impact of Federal Programs

[ . . . o
. R

- 1- -
to Improve the Living Conditions of Migrant and Other Seasonal Farmworkers.
. . > ; . \ N -

- . “.Wednesda§'s Children, fqnééd by the Ford Foundation, identifies major

. ° ~ ’ -4
’
.

{'tbrbblem areas 'ip*the administratton QE ESSA Title I migrant pFEject§. “This S

- . v
.

- gétudy‘asgeésesf{he basis.of educationdl, needs of migrant childmdn not beihg’ -0

LI
-~

. .« met by programs administered under Title I' legislation. Tnadequate ﬁdn%%‘ v
. and lack of attention te regional amd national coedf¥dinhation are major factors-
‘identified. THe study projects the need for national goals and str%;egaﬁﬁ -

to eliminate " "

...poditical maneuﬁering.h. in meeting the needs of several Ty

y . @ 19' . . . » . _ L {
' .* ,-hundred thousand children.™™ . . S . " A , .

. . Y .
. " The GAO report assesses the impact of ‘major Federal prigrams %n jmpro&— o
] : . \ 2 ) .

: L .o L ' .. e J .t
.o * ing the living, conditions of migrants and other ‘seasonal farmworkers.in .- ®
a0y ) .

T agricultural areas in California, Floridaj, Michigan, New York, Texas,, gnd .

N ®

Washingtorf! It concludes-that budgetary constraints trave limited, and will ",
- . e core N e

. » . . . . R - . v e . . .
updoubgedly confinue to limit, program effectivéness. The report, however, ~ - iy

emphasizes the need to formulate an overall plan and coordipate direction

' . ¢ N

ta

_~s‘ e o effort among the Federal agencies operating the.gfogramsl' Spec}ffcallx,

w

° ! . .' ~ -, . . o’
3 N -7 . b e .

O .' . . v ) -;‘ ) ) . :
B : » 4 . 13 22]. . .\V . . ikt

. . U .
it} recommends the establishment of a migrant and seasonal farmqorker coundE1




h
f M
B
.
.
[
\,
' >
)
)
.
{
»
- ¢
.
.
.I
13
.
s
) o
.
.
¢
o .
.
., T,
H (4
.
- .
T
.
.
'
B
.
Ry ad 3 ~
e
.
v
-
4,
——
. - el
-
N
.
.
s
" .
’
.
.
R .1
b

“ERIC:

A ruitoxt provided by exic |8

- o .« a4 A
P d .
s - & . . « . N -
- + .« ? -~
. .
B
- - € “ ¥ - : ’ N
r N . :
* . » . -
. . N\ - s
.
.. o T ’ . s .
Al ’ - . A} r
. -
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native responsibility to the Federal regional councils.20 i e .- .
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In summary, a review of the Lt aturé reveals lﬁgtle in the way of L
. )

- Yo, . .
B

inter- or indrastateqcooédindtion of f@raqt programs‘and*services. It is\ )

- ¢° P .

‘thergfore necessary in the yroposed plhce and subsequeht analysis.to identify

a4
- key factors in potential multi-level coordinatioh and the’ respective con-

will contain a full explication of the relevant lite;athre.
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straints associated with these factors. The second Qpase of° this project
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r Extant'MigAant Provnams and Proiects/V . ) . .

.t 3 - . -
> “ .
. B . —-—n h— N R

o
a

.

3

.

Llsted in thls section are six’ félderal agencies that prov1de ﬁunding for Lt

LN . ' .
.

adult and famlly programs both naélonally and locallv to serve the poor, .. |

1nclud1ng mlgrants Igcluded are brief descriptibns'of tﬁe prog&ams which, “,';*

) : . YR

L .
y «a, .

because of ‘the ex\ent ,of theLr fundtno and the scope ‘of ¢ their mandates, .are " »

consudered most 1nf1uent1a1 in serv1ng mlgrant.needq. This is not iptended .
B X} ) LI R ‘. .:'
. A . ri

oto-be a complete llsthf all’ mlgrant programs

\

1.

L4

4

\

B

-

: - - e es S

‘Department of Agrlcultpre (USDA). The best known programs of the ﬁSDA

] 2
. L v o . -

ylth dlrect,lmpact or' the' poor are: ‘ . v s
- \ Y e * R ) . -

) - .
(2) surplus commodity distribution = . . -
. Ty v - " " L. .. b, Coe oo,

. »
- v ‘a2 D

“(b) food stamps program. . o S Lt

%

~>
-

13

s @

F R C .. ) ;

Devartment oﬁ Commer;g "Ihe Departnent of‘Commerce entered the FJe]d

-,K x“\’; - j)a,.‘ - s&a_ . s . . »
of aSqlstanoefbnlv recently, when the economic deVelopment administration
: N o ) R
" vas created in 1965-to glve aid to areas of ecoqomtc §1qtrebs Ln the J
. « i
nation by, mxklng available funds for the foLlowlng ) L
s s : :
P ¥ _—
" (a) public yorks S i,
. ' . - ¢
. o > . . - / . -
(b) technicgl assistance. © o, Ve
. \d . ) . - // L]
(c) loans: to Business™” K v ;
° I ’.' . ” - .- " \ , ° 2
"Departmente of Housing and Urban Develooment (HUD) . This artment at
’ R} - - S

— -

present has 73‘brograms, a fiumber of these' programs are of interest to

?

- -

the migrant farm worker as well as to other poverbv level people. Spe-

.
-

cifically, such programs include: ) {h\' N >
' <2

(@) 235 Housing Program e .

(b) Farmer's Home Administration . : ) :

S

Office of Economic Opportunity (0.E.0.). AlthoughIOEO is not a cabjnet~
b , . .
Tevel department, it is.probably the only agency Jreateﬂ specifically

! - . el ‘
to—flght pove ty ahd has done so to a greater extent than® any other gov=

— * }
- R 4

ernment agency.| Its programs includez . B R

N Y T
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v - - ’ . -
DR -, <o ' - - ’ T, a
- - s (a) Community Action Program (CAP) -
\':, . . : oo . N . . T Tog
. « (b) Day Care Centers’ . . '
1 ) e . : Cos i ' - .
: , .(c) Head Start Programs A o o ) o
. - - e \_,:: . - i .
. (d) Aduit Migrant Education AN -
. . |2 ‘= v ’ . . -
(e) Family Plamming O . . e a
(f) HEP ‘ I C . . .
. (g) ,CAMP . y " ﬁ - ., ~ . » R M"’A ‘ N
’ < * . - v LT . T
R - -‘}h) 3l‘itle IT1-B Migrant Programs. o . o
> I s, Department of Health EducationLand Welfare (HEW) ",I‘his’depa_.r.tment N
. . . o - " . ) , ., . . , .
- works in those areas indicated oy J.ts t1t1e Relevant services include: -- . . °
S (@ Migrant Health service Genters - (clinics) ‘. . 5 ¥ T
:, : Co . 3 ] S ) Tome
e (b) Tithe I Migrant Education s . o . - 7
AR e '(c) Title III f’l\igrant Programs. . T -
6. Department af Labor (DOL}.' This department covers the area of employment
° l q: »
.. N - . J > i - - . .
L with national Manpower Programs Qervi.ces include: T ‘ ~
. ~ (a) _Servic,e, Employment Redevelopment {SER)- .o N .
\ , . ¢ v i .. *.. ;e‘r« e -
. _(b) Concentr’ated Employment Program- (CEP) . i) . S
- ‘- 3 ; " ‘:(':4 . i
© (c) “on the Job Training f’rogram (8JT) _ Tt : ot e .
() AdJlt Basic Education and Graduate Equivale'ncy D_ploma Trainlng
f’% " ({ ) f - ~ <t e ‘
A : ... (ABE & GED). w7 T A
N . - . ¢ f, . “
et / et s ‘

~ . ¥4 o ° D

- Four areas of serviCe are -covared by these major extant programs ‘edu-—

. cational programs; employment_and job training; health_ services; and’ o_the‘r
i - ’ /" . ; . - T
- *ﬁs"migrant-related\ progra /such as the Food Stamp Pro%:‘am. The research plan -

will focus on theafe> ongoing programs and projects, with *special attention
. given to the influen-Ce of 'farm.ing upon the, need for and the results of” the :
¢ . . ,7“ Lo _ R ,
-~. ) programs #nd proj ects. The folTowing paragraphs explain this c‘ontext. .

-,
. . L}
oy A
)

In Tight. of the 1971-72 hearings before the Subcommittee “on Mlgfatory
A . . . \ ‘ \
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Labor of the Compittee on Labor and Public Welfa;e of the United States Sen-

. . /- .

ate, the Southwest Educational Devélopment Labératory has made a preliminary
.. o . =’ ‘ ) . :
research study 6f.thg impact of agribusiness upon the-living conditions of

migrants. The most signifiqgnt phenomenon documented. by thesé hearings is
. N . .. I3

the trend toward concentration of land 6Wnef§ﬁ%p in the hapds of a few cor-

- . . X - ;
- *ﬁ_ - - 4 .

) porations. - In California (where the major detajled studtes of agribusiness

5 & ‘)" . "

—

have been made), almost half of the land under the control of these cgrporg-

° o

tions is owned by corporations‘with substantial other business outside of

°

v o

farming. -Fhe hearings made evident several factors that account for this

trend to concenfration:

1. Subsi&iegowhich favor large units of production:™ U.S. Deparément of

.

Agriculture price supports (nearly one-half bfllion dollars’ since 1966),

free Wwater {federally subsidizeJ), cheap labor (migrants), federally

. . -
subsidized transportatiom, and free and almost unlimited use of the

research facilities of the land grant universities. -
. % * . N

0
B
.

2. Speculation in land egcouraged by the federal tax structuré.

ability to corporations.

4., Use of mondpoly tactics in marketing.

3. Lack of.cheap~credit‘}o~farmers and farm workers and its Teady avail-

-

o ~
. -

A\ Y -

r

5, ﬁegis1§tion and other factors that inhibit unionization of Iabor.

Ao N - .
Specific instances and patterns of coordination among a number of govern-/

mental units and carporation heatds for the purpose df encouraging agribusi-
- ., e ® \

ness appear 'in ;hé testimony presented ,at the'pearingé. . » o

~

Indications of the complexity of the aéribusiness phenomenon and its

B

sérious implications for migrants are obvious?

powerful obstacles to union-

-

{ &

£y

ization of farm workers for tﬂ%’g’putpose of imprgng their wages ‘anid working

‘conditiéns; agricultural rgséaf?ﬁ almost exclusjvely “in the_f}éld of tech-

-

- o= S s . ’ ) N f\.

+ t

© . . *
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. . nology suited to corporation fafﬁing, while government-supported social . y
- ' - . t N . o
v ? N . .
regearch in this field is discouraged; enormous- government subsidigs to
- R . » N ’ : " 3 }
. migrants through migrant programs whose success }n coordinating their services ’
~ oy YRR

to meet the needs of migrants has been spotty; agtribusiness speculaﬁion in’

-

. . . N ~»
( ’ - land that puts land ownership entirely out of reach of migrants through g

b -
.

] financiers' refusal to provi&e lqrgé loans to the poor; and migrant educa-

. tioﬁal'programs that eﬁtire;y ignéreAthe\impact of agribusiness upon the

T T living.cggditiops of migrantg. ' : ,
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Methodological Considerations

\. "; Y
P'i. .
Coordinatien implies a systematic pL@nning process. This process, with
¥

”»

regar9/to Ligragt services, involv\f sétting up, developing, and maintaining -

. A <
a grid of yorking relationships a ong all the people in government agencies
13
. 7 ' . ' . *
And” other institgtions charged witll serving migrants at the local, county,
' t”: X N R N \ . -
state,” and*federal levels., It is.;rganizing the dctivities of each agency

- ’

and institution so that relationskips conducive to efficient, aggressive
- ) . & N

=

-

provision of the maximal social serviCes available to migrants are dastablished

- .

.
* - ©

- and maintained among the Varioys work units. ot
.- . '.- . . \/-. - - . - ) “
" Coordination is a dynamic prdcess because it chinges, as do personalities, R

~ RS )

,circumstances, and legislative mandates funding the Gariglg agencies and

. |
ingtitutions. Codrdination is defining duties, fixing ,responsibilities, and -

- . divy the work equitably and appropniately. It requires adjusting to ¢ 3

wud Q

national and international economic H velopments,epolitical considerations,

% . v other social movements, advanced gechnology, and a‘variety of other influences .
PO . . e - P— ’ }
t in a way that will promote the interests of the migrants., Most importantly, .
A " : . |

> N .

coordination demands effective communication of information and ideas among |
* “ . ’ N - DR

0 4 ) *

people working in all governmentall agencies, on all levels, that deal with '

. programs directly or indirectly gffecting the ¥iving conditions of migrants.
. . . "‘ N -,
The Plan for studying coo¢dination of migrant services is essentially , i
¢ R PRI N . . ‘
. v . . ‘
. i : . cy . : . |
designed around four major researgh areas within these services: education,

——
-

. M Y’ ’ : » : >
. health,. employment, and other social services. Each of these areas will in

turn be studied in terms“of federal, regional, state, and local applications.

i -
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. Kesearch Design . . .
T K] s + . ' R \ .
“~ s+ - ' The research design will be a basic &4 x 5 matrix: ) -
Y L \A/ N
’ ~
N 4 - . / N \
N . 3 . - )
. . ~ "
) Y . B SN S N
N 5 - ' ’
‘ . & 3 M 0 Pt t
. P . 2R =, :
L ’ " S =~ wn <¢ g <
L % 1371 28 52 | 2
’ - 7] Z O ) 58 ,;,*g"i
. . H ge 1 a3 oV
. (D) =a s Re] o ,
. . = 89 o) o |, © : .
. X <& @ < f o . .o . .
/ . A . i .
™., [EDUCATION . K .
& A - /j '
Pl - T
‘ KEALTY ° 1 - : :
i - , 4- R o1 ) /’ " « /
* - EMPLOYMENT * , .
~, DTHER SOCIAL \ T 1 t )
SERVICES ] ) ) ‘
L
’ . <'Each cell within the matrix will be examined across five levels of
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- COORDINATION: MIGRANT SERVICES
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1. National Goals” 3. Administgative Structure & Policy ‘
» 2. Legislation 4, Ev'aluatio%Monitoring/Accoyntability

5. Coordination

LT Health
. . Social Services
. Education & Other

Employment

Health

Social SérviceS B
. & Other

Employment

Health

o ‘Social ’Se-rviceS
Educ&a-mon n & Other .

-

-

Employment” ,

Health

< = -
P Social Services
E‘dueatlon & Other

Employment

* MIGRANTS

. 2533

-

< A
REGIONAL

9




®

- N .o N . »

« 1.: EDUCATION ' ]

4
~ ‘ ’ -
. - N

. 1.1 EDUCATION -' LEGISLATION .
[ ’ " .

Objective: To assemble. legislati'on affecting higrant education on the
: » - . .

4, federal, state, regional,» and local levels. »

’ v

o5 .
T Discussion: Attainment of this objective entails the assembling of a
\//' :‘ . compqphensiveﬁ%ol}?ction of all'legislatté&\ip the nation aifecting

.

migrant education, for the purpose of examining, in <later projects,

, . e ) ’
' ' the redults of this legislation.

: . ATasks:c ,. /’Jﬂ - | o '

. * 3 . . . . ’
' .(1.) To tollect from the Code of Federa:\aggylations all national
. . . 2 .

A

Al

I'4

legislation affecting migfanz education,

- (2.) To collect all Texas, 'Michig
legislation affecting mlgrant education.
: s
. (3.) To Tcollect, where applicable, ﬂsom selected sites, all rele-

el
.

vant localilegislation aff?gﬁfzgtmigrant education.
J

o Schedule: These activities will occur in the .first month of the,project
- ! ° ) . A 1Y .
in order to permit ‘dete minationﬁ‘ﬁ“goals. (See section 1.3)

“ -
1.2 EDUCATION - ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY ’ ,
- ' Objective: To assemble administrative policies'affecting migrant educt-
[ J * .
i ! tion on the federal, state, regional, and local levels. ’
£
Discugﬁion: Rdtionale same as that for 1.1, N,
Tasks: ) : : v . T o
gé ) : ~ S ) : , . N
»oe " (1.) To assemble,\from written sources, administrative bo}icie§
* 07 N ' . . *

and/or mandates of major programs and Qrojédts affecting

1] +

P o PP B ' e P ‘ E : -
. “ . migrant education. S o 2 :
-, . . A . = . . ‘ . b .

. CET L .

N

n, Wisconsin, Indiana, and Illinoi§

N~
+




“

. . L. S——

. . .
<4 ’ - : * . «

o #; - I G ' _ A\

/o .. -
- . . v R

; (2.) To construct and administer to a seleqfed’pdpulation a
. }‘.

- : questionnaire ‘addressing unwritten administrative policy: -
o L . ) N . 2 T
. ) - N : v AN
, in relation to coordination of migrant’education services.

= - ' , "1
* The populatioh will be determined during the second month

<Ztof the project. - .

‘ L '
‘. _ Schedule:» v .. .

Collection of written data: months 1-2 ‘ . , A

- ~ ' - <«

. . .. )
Selection of population, to receive ques;iqﬁfaire: month 2
Administration of questiénpaire: ‘month 3
N - ' > > 0 A
Assembling of results: month &, !

~

o

o Assessment of data: months 4<5 ™

1.3 EDUCATION - ‘GOALS N ) F

Objective A: To extract from extant legislatiod and administrative
) 4 . .. ) . - * .

policies both £tated and implied goals fér educational programs -

A = - >
' : - - “ P Y
. . and projects relating to migrants. L. : . SR

Objective B: To extract from interview instruments and relevant.
: . i - . -
. ‘ - M e
" literature both stated and implied goals of migrants and of.

v ”

.o‘,

v o ¢

personnel working withlr mignant programs and projects in regard:’:.

to migrént educakion. . o

o ) : D%scussion: .The‘pﬁypose of’these‘objectivéi;is to estgblish tﬁ% : . L
. .goéls of.miérants, of migrant prbgraTs and‘projeéhé, and‘:;‘the ,
personnel wérking with suéﬁ p;ogrémé\énd proj;;té in orden;;og . . -2

examine the means of effecting maximal cogrdination of needed - 2

¢ - . ~
U education services to mfgramts. . ) .

F N

ad ~

Tasks: & . o : o ol Ll

o » (1.9 To review the literature éndﬁcohsult expert opinions ih

- B x . [ 8 “ . » .
Lt % . A ) i N

:‘\'EMC.". S -om5 S

s < : T,




Paald . f\ . P ' s e
order to develop criteria for dgterm}nin%,gpélsq" ’ se

. - ‘. oL st
(2.) To asseThJe and examine goals for migrant education from :

" - ’ ) . . .\ - - 3@“
. -relevant legislation in terms -of the abgve ‘criteria. oK i
’ . o o hat l% . W7 ) : o Tt Y
(3.) -To assemble and examiné”goals for mig}anf education from ~ *
. S . ’ - . S ~ ' , . ’
i relevant administrative policies in teérms of the aboue e
. . " /_' ~ ?“ /
criteria. - . . e . L L L,
(4.) To assemb®e and examine goals for migrant education Trof . .
. relevant documentary sources 'im terms<of'the above criteria.
(5.) To comstruct and administer:instruments for interviewing - ’
: o, migrants and perigsonnel working ﬁifh migrant*pr?grams and
. . - , bprojects in order to det&rmine their goalqﬁfor migrant . )
! education. ‘%? Co . T
. ., . . "y .
v ) (6.) To assemble and examine goals for mfgfant‘educat%en from
. * the interviey instruments im terms of the above criteria,
. Schedlle: These activities w;li.take place in months 3-5. . : .
1.4 EDUCATION -.ACCOUNTABILITY N .
. o L L . ’
~ . Objective: To assemble and’examine legislation and administrative L.
~ -~ , ¢ - - '

3

policy related'to legislation forﬁe‘@aence of stated accquhtabi%}ty .k

E.. . i
- - . i - . R e .o
- ' . < B . o - s
- & A procedures. : . !. ) - c ‘
.. > % : i X -~ v° -
? ‘Discussion: COOrQina%iqn‘cannot‘pcgupzbetween programs and/or g;ojects'
> ‘. T - W .~ . * Codes
l . 4 . v .. ‘ iil?
o whete there is no accountability. Further, accountability informa-.
’ . ’ . g -~
‘6" . Al ’ - )
mation will be-useful in studying delivery systems. ' . _
B . . » - N N N e |
PO N ) . R Y - ) . .
Ca . Tagks: - s . L T T e T |
’ o » o , ‘ " ' rL
» * S . . R ) B - i
* _(l.). To assemble informatioq'b::gccountability from legislative
b J (f T - * . . s .'_ »
. and administrative mandates' as. well-as, from the litérature -
. . v N . ' , ) ’ ) 4 R .
s \ . and from rt opinion.” .- N - -
) R . . ‘., - vt . . »
. o . . R
. . - “Q\ Y - g
. . ~ v . > \~ -
- - s . . o . _- . Lo
O - .. ‘. ’ 28 N
- » . .

- . R N\ .
A > N A nt ‘ .
-, ) . . » L8

. ¢ . ¥ - “ . . ’ &
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-
. a.:.‘
\‘*. °
- ),
»
A
<
—y

. ' . ; .pr/oject:s. - - . ‘ N ‘ ' ., '(' . / \' \ -
' / (3.)  To classify sgleé‘te.d, reley’ar}t‘pl‘:o;gz"ams in, terms of their  * ;‘L ‘
;. type of acqo;ntabi].:i:ty.e . : Q‘i . - _ \'?f e ‘
Schedule: These‘ tasks»w:l:llr be carr;.éd ;ut in months 1-2. ) ) “%\
1.5 EDUCATION ~ :C;OORDINATION . c Lo ' v ,
. . . - .. TR .
. Objective 1: To assess s.i'g'n:nl.fican:‘migrant educatiorn .programs/BfQjects
(e.g.the MRTS) it; t:* o~f. est:z;blished ')goals (nati:orial, ‘regiop‘al,
‘ . state, 1ocai, an:i ‘ind vidu\al). - _-Y ) . . ‘ -
'Objective 2: Ssess ’signifiéa‘ng migrant educag::;.on programs/pzf)jects_ .
3 ‘in terms ex‘isti&g (actual) and potential coordination Sg‘ail i
\.feve_ls”. . , / E : o -\ .
. . P
Objective 3: To make recommendations for coordination of migrant
. . '
> education prqgfams‘/;rojects in terms of succesées/faiﬂiﬁres 5
) an;stated goals. ¥+ . , “
6:” ‘;’ﬁispussion} These ob{;étives-;;r.opose to syst:emat:ica}iy ;assess the .
) &égree§ and kinds of ‘existing coérdinationgm{grprograms. and ‘ .,
-~ . EER N °
o \jprojects serving migrants a.n-d t:~o determine, on“the basis of these ’
-+ findings, t:he; most effectiv.ela means of coordinat:;ling service's: ‘Ofll : -
‘ fall governmental levels for migrz;ntzs. R B ' l A r
Tasks: , : L * ' ‘s )
) . (Objec;t:ifve #1.:)‘; 1 ‘ ) L v - )
\ (1) to ~dei)\{eiop criteria consistent y;it:h ‘ﬁre\fious:\ research
. (e-g.19;3.GOA Report) fqr.as_sessing p'z:c)grams on aolll levels’ ) \ :
- based on stated goals, ) " ' . ;«» -
. . ) - ‘ " %
1 2 * N

To study this-information in order to develop a classificaws-

-

tion-scheme for applyir}g accountability to programs and -




. ’ ° -
. . © ) ~ ' ' ) ’ ' ’ i
¢ . — . ‘
. e T : s - , . <'x
(2:): To assess selected migrant gducati’on piograms/projecgs/{; . )
- . - T . ' >
- terms of the above criteria, . ’ -
. ) (Objective #2:) o . : T v
= - 4 - v
2 \/ . ' ——4{3.), To review and study literature and to consult with-experts ‘
a -
’. A . LY -
-l ) ) on the management and 'imf)lementation concept of coordination. y
— ' | 3 N
® N ’ . .
o " * (4.) To develdsp a model of coordination for assessing both actual .
. . . and potential coordination i:a significant migrant education
A . programs/projects.. . - .
» . . \ 't
' (5.) To assess significant projects based upon the above model of
T7 - ’ ‘a N = = M !
v ' coordination. o,
. R "\ \ : ~ ..
) (Objecti\\zé #3:)" s 7 i
Y ' & A - . . [
(6.9 ‘f@/\make recommendations for coordination of migrant educa-
- i o .
- tion programs/projects based upon previous activities and s
—e- D e . . Y. 2
use of the coordination model. ’ "
. . ) Schedule of Tasks:  Theseg activities will take place in months . 2-5. -
" Note: Month 6 will involve final compilation and analysis of research f;: * .
— “ integration”into final report. - b B i ’ o
. .
>~ . )‘- . , *
N L]
- Lz ‘ « ~ ' s !
z . . N .
+, /‘\ . - ’
e, - ’
. 3 4,
. S o - -
— . " .
‘ » ' <
kg . - . . «
“d ¢ o - , IS _ -
- I ‘ - A A
« @ M )
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2.1 HEALTH - LEGISLATION - -
Objéctiver To assemble 1egis}atioofaffecting m%@rant ﬁeélth on the’

- 5 4 -

federal, state, regional, and local levels. . .o

- ” .

Discgssion:‘ Aapainaénf of this objective entails the assembling %f N
K gléomprehensive qéllection of gil relevant.}egislation (from~ ’
’ fédergl, staté, r;gional and. local téveiss affécting mikrant
. o a
health, for the purpose_ofnexaq&ning, in later‘projects, the

results of this legislation.’ . ' -

Tasks: -~ 4 . . .. )
. . ) . A . .

3

(1.). To collect from the Code of Federal Regulations (or similar
. R .. . - .
source) all national 1egi§iationaaffecting nigrant health
[ 143 . ' v - tA
(or health—related)fServices ’ * .
. . N x\g{% - &
~ " .. R P—
~2.) To collect all Texas, Michigan; Wisconsin, Indiana, and

. ; Illinois 1egisla;ion.affecbiaﬁ“migrant heélthﬁ;ervices.
. . . b s o . A )
{3.)_ To collect, where applicable, from selected sites, all .
! . ’ . . v

o Sy . o
L v ' relevant local legislation affectirg migrant health (or
7 :-—-r"‘ . ) o ) . B .

= **  health-rélated), services. .

°

~ - L] . -
. Schedule: , - - e N . d .

' - S

- These ‘activities will occur in the first month of the Projeét in _-°

° . ’ 3

T - - - . - .
6rder to permit determination of goals (see section 1:3).

r

2.2 HEALTH - ADMINISTRATIVE POLIGY. o : S

Objertive: To assemble administrative policies affecting migrant health o
* o .

o - e . :
services, on the federal, state,” regional, and local levels.
b . ’

3 \
£ - -
L]

‘Discussion: Rationale same as‘ that for 1l.1.

. ] . -
- Tasks: - SRR ) N L.

- [ . . . ' .(.

(1.) To assemble, from written sources, administrative policies
BN - - PR * . ~
- * i ’ . - A
~ <&t
. v . ) ‘
at *
n 39,

.‘g«bﬂ" <

- . N 0. L4 £y . %




L] ’ h ,.e\: M
I\ N . ' '_" - . .
‘ p - -, - N ’
. - . - . .
.o : and/or mandates of mdjor prqgrams and pro_]ects affecting
. R . L ‘
. . K m}ggant h%a%thf _- R _ e
T ~. ., (2.) To construct and administer to a selected population, a
S . “  questionaire addressing unwritten a°dministx:ative policiés in
R ) .7 ' 9

relatlon to cOordmatlon of mlgrant health servigéss . . .

-~
-

4+

e The populatlop w111 be determmed durmg the qecond month

* A Y .
- .t . . , e 5

Schedule: ) . L0

. . . \ :
. ! o Collection of writfen 'data: menths I42

. Selection  of population to receive questionaire: month 2

- . . ) -

- \ " AssBmbling of regults: month 4 R .

Assessment of data: -mont?hs_&-sr. -

I € * . .
-

72.3 HEALTH - GOALS - . SR | 3
/ . . », . - .

- - . C_
. - Objective A: To. extract from extant legislation ard administrative

h ¥ —

" policies, both, stated and implied goals .for health—(and health-

L]

related) programs and projects relating ‘to*migr\a&ts.
. . o .

Objective B: To extract from interview 1n<;trumen3t\s and relevant lit-

-

. ~ - ) .
. erature, both stated a&g_implied goals ‘of migrants and of personnel
y N . =

- o . t

- . < . working with migrant healtn programs and projects.
’ ” . Dlscusslon' The, purpose of these objectives is to %stablxv'the goals

.

v

.. SN \ of mlgrants, .of mxgrant§programs and pro;ects and of the personngp
- L) . N .
it . workmg w1th such pr&grams and prOJects m order to examme means
B s - " - e \*' -

. of effec;mg maximal coordmatlon of desn‘ed f(needed) servlces *

“ a . . . . : -~ ‘_, ]

o -~ 5

/" to migrants. - e i

2§
,,.a'

.
L L. . b3 4 / . . . .
f . ] -

L : X <t

*

T
o}

. Q - . , '
. ERIC™ s - rove E - —_—
| R . - - . . i LT e : S
s Pl i *

of the -Project. g i ’ .o

IR » Administratior of questionaire: month 3 —— - . A

_ (1
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ve

— ‘s g
< . v » 07 . .
L
. o & )
Tasks s’ é; . . ) . " 7i’ 1 f
(lif; %b\reviéQAthe literature ang consult'gx;eﬁt_opiniqnvin v
» ' t e
. _order to develop cgitegia for determining goals. - "
o 3: (2.) To éééeﬁble ;ﬁd examine the gbals for relevant migrant ﬁea}th~ B

2.4

»

&

. ’ .
' L)

*legiglation in terms of the abave criteria. -

. ~ -

(3.) To assemble and -examine goals for migrant -health (or health-

N - related) sérvices frdm relevant admini§trative—policies in
- : e A *
- N . . N . ) - . ¢ o K
terms of the above criteria. . . '

.(4.) To assemble and exgmine poals for ﬁigrént health sefvite§

from relevant documentarv sourcés in terms of the above

.
v * *

critemia. ® ) . ‘
° N B

. -

A .(5.)7 To construct and administer instruments for interviewing

L4 'JF . -

t - . - - ‘
migrants and personnel working with migrant programs and

préjeqts in order to determine their perceived goals for o v

-
’

migrant health servides. . - ; ]
. - " f * - - . -
(6.) To assemble and examine gGals for migrad} health sérvices
.. .

Aot health sery

S from the interview instruments in—fg;é;)of the above |, ™

. -

Eige- . @ R - -~
criteria, \ . AR b

: ’,

Schedule: . . .

These activities ,will take place in months 3-5,

7 N Y -

» ]

HEALTH - “ACCOPNTABILITY AR

¢ Ty Y N * ., o
Objective: .To assemble and examine legislative and administrative

» .
. > .

policies ‘related to legislation for evidence of'stated‘account1
. ~ , ) -
ability procedures.

[y ‘;,..7,_

. .
. -

“Discussion: * .Coordination cannot occur between programs and/or projects -

. ' o «

where there is . no accountability. Further, accountability in-

.

formation will be useful

in studying-coordination systems. 'y .
’ 3 . - . .




Y

’

J ; Tasks: - . ; . v

e
-

\ .
(1.): To assemble information_on accountability from legislative

i N N N . \
- M 04 and administrative mandates, as~well as from the literature

.
‘ “

and from expert opinion. - :

’
R

~ N * “ v & .
. (2.) To study this information in order to develop a classjfica-
. . S ~ >
- . tion scheme for apglying’accouPtability to programs and -

. M +
A 2 . o -

' S projects. ', o e ) ) .
- - - - x

e (3 To claésify'sélecged programs in terms of tﬁgir type of

- N g . ¢ ' B
accountability. ' P
~ [ -

o . “
Schedule: . B . ..

" -

N . ‘ . . . '
, These tasks will be carried eut in months 1-2.° . . .

. (2.5 HEALTH - COORDINATION .
. - .

v

@

.

- f . Objectiye A: To assess signifiéant migraht health proggﬁms/projeé;s

¥ . (e.q. the MRTS) in terms of established goals (national, regional,
. & .

state, local, and individual). . ‘ .
Objective B: To assess significant migrant health’prdgrams/brojects

in terms of existiné (actual) and potential coordination op all

“ e

. - levels.

¢+ Objective C: To make recommendations for coordination of migrant health
. s . .

.o

. o ;.
.. . prbgrams/projgcts in terms of past successes/failures and stated

goals.

b

. ? * « . :
Dis!ussion: These objectives propose.to systematically assess the

.

. . . . . . ' -’
degree and kinds of 'existing coordination among programs and .

-

~ L . . ’
projects serving migrants and to determine, on the basis ,of these e
. > N N - -
c . -, findings, ‘the most effective means of coordinating services on

- all-governméntal levels for migrants.
»° ¢ ~_\ ] . . . . . )

S 42 - ‘ |
ERIC - ... W | )

IR A -




; - >3 >
' ) . ) : o
’ s .
& . .
L , .
. [ {
pe b . Tasks: .
. -‘ ) ' ’ -
) (Objective A) N ) -
B X N (1.) To develop criteria conwistent with previous research
4 . ) . -
*(e.q.1973 GOA Report) for assessing programs on all levels .
« ! s - .
t based on stated goals. : . °
@.) To assess selected migf;;: health programs/projects if terms
- o .
o RN ) of the above criteria. .
’ -
(0bjective B) ’ <t .
N (3.) To review and study: literature and to consult witﬁ‘eiperts
* on the management and implementation concent of "coordination."
(4.) To develop a model of coordination for assessing both actual *.
and potential coordination in significant migrant health
.- - ) -
" N hd > -
) -e programs/projects.
o .
e ! (5.) To assess significant projects based upon the above model
) ‘ . ' d
y of, coordlnétlon.
- (Objective C) ‘ :
A I : 3 . . .
g : o (6.) _To make recommendations fot coordinmation of migrant health
) - .7 . ~
" R ; . L
programs/projects based upon previous activities and use
- -, = +
ation model. .
. ' .. ¢ -
Schedule: ' - .. °
.. * . . - .. . A .
i These_activities will take place in months 2-5.
. . ! Note: Month 6 will invd}ve‘final compilation and analysis'of research
~ for integration into’ final report. B
. . .‘z-
, . . e . k)
" - ' —
o . f
¢ 4 . JE
- < o d
'/'ﬂe - ) > l» “\ ¢ h ’ >
e, «'\s;l'\ “ . R
!‘ ~
b = \ .
- AF
L Q - o ' 3543 ‘
vwliham - -~ i . -
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" 3. EMPLOYMENT - ' — o .
3.1 EMPLOYMENT - LEGISLATION - ‘ . o .
' b . ) o i ) ,
. Oﬁjective: To assemble legiélation'éffecting migrant employment on, the

/" federal, state,~t§§IBﬁa11 and local levels. L o

[y

«Discussion: Attainment of this objective entails the assembling of a

} . ] B
' comprg@en§ivgggpllection;of all legg;lation in tﬁg nation affectihg
\ : . . . -
; migrant employmgng,'for Ehe purpose of exémining, in later projecté,-‘
;' . the,gesuits of this legiélgtion. ‘ S ) - e
‘Qasks; oL “ . ' o _'T 1!f: . -
(1.) To céllect from“tﬁ; Code'of'Federal Regul%tfons,all national :
legislation affeétgng é;grant empioyment.- ’ / o
. - ‘. - .
. E (2.) To collect'all Tex;s;'Michigan, Wisconsin, Indiana,. and
s Illinois lggiélatiPn affecting migrant emplpyment: ;
’ (3.) To.collect, where"%pplicéblé, from selected sites all
. -~ . Ny
) . “ relevant local legis%ation affecting'migrént employment.
) Schedule: ‘These activities &ill Qccur in the f?rst ménth of the Project )
: f; érder ts permit detegﬁinatibqlof goals. (See section 3.3)
? 3.2 EMPLOYMENT - ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY o ) v )
bbjective: To assemble admin?strative policies affecting milrgnt
\ -‘ ” employment on the-federai, state,‘rggional, foifgcal }evels:
. . . [
Discussion: ‘Rattonale s;%e as that for 3.1, . ‘o ) , L
’ ( Tasks: ﬁ ) s )
| \ (1.) To assemblé} from ;ritten'sources, administrativf policies i
A . . and/or'mandaées pf{major programs and projects- ffécting .
S g . ’ : ex 0
L :' migrant employmenti ". ) S, o .
a 2.) T; c;h;truct‘and adﬁinister, to a selected populatten, a
’ ] - ! qpestiénnaire add£:ssiﬁg unwritten administrative polipy‘in
p ‘ P | - . : ,
e,

- ’ . ’ . b
- tl{\l‘ic | . . . . ,.-. 3’64,4. . ‘w . . - | ', 1‘ | . . “




?; . . | o , . z, | . . .
4i _ | . ‘ R .
\i%k : ‘ . relation to coordination of migrant services affesting migrant .
- employment. The~population Wiil be determined during thé ) T
; . .+ second menth of the project.
P Schedule: Ty ’ ) ‘ . ‘ -
v < R ,
T Collection*of written data: onths 1-2 ot
S ‘Selection of population to receive questionnaire'- montn 2 .
) : / Administration of questionnaire; month 3
Assembling of result;: month 4 | ] -
- ifsessment of data: months 4-5
3.3 EMPLOYMENT - GOALS . ' .
. Objective-A: To.extract'from.extant legislation and administrat;ub.aﬂ'?
g . ,:‘ .1 policies both stated and implied goals for programs‘and nrojeets
B aftecting migrant goals. - oo
. ‘ Objective B: To extract from interview instruments and reievant' ’
». literature both stated and implied goals of migrants and of
i . . g K personnel working with programs and!pro_]ects affecting migrant
§§ . » ° employment.f T - l . .
. . . . o . .
’ Discussion: Thé purpose of these objectives is to establish the‘g;af
T of . migrants of migrant ;rograms and progects; and of the personnel.
) worklng with such pr8grams 4and projects in orde;.to examine means
‘( i : ‘ ‘of effecting maximal coordination of services to migrants . . \y ‘J
‘ ~{ . Tasks: { } ‘ -
, * (1.); To-revien the literature ann consult expert Opinion in order

'

i to develop. criteria for determining goals. : . CeT

. (2.) . To assemblg and examine goals for migrant employment from. 0
- . ? - ;.

. rélevant legislation in terms of the above criteria.‘

(3.) To assemble and examine goals for migrant employmentgfrOm

-

ve policies in terms of the above criteria.

relevant administra




. /‘ w

jp assemble and eXamlne goals for migrd!t employment from

4.)
. . selevant documentary‘sources in terms of the above criteria.
L (225 To construct‘apd administer instruments for interviemiﬁg
L mi;rantsfano personnelzworking wita migrant progrsms and 0
A projects in*o;det'to determine 3heir~goa1s for migéént ..
employment: St ’
; (Q.) To assemﬁte asd examinexgoafs for migrant emploiment‘fiom
| ' "from the'ipterviewlinstruments ﬁp terms of *the ébome
. criteria. — . ) :
Schedule; The'se activities will take place in months 3-5. .
3.4 EMPLOTMENT - ACCOUNTABILITY S . '

v

-~

- OBjective:

A

L] L3

To assemble and examine legislation and administrative policy
» ' ! - :

o

related to legislation for evidence of stated accountability pro-

cedures.

)
Discussion:

-

b4

- -
04

Coordination cannot occur
14

’

between prog}ams and/or projects_
\ '

where there is no accountability.,

Further, accountability infor- " .

mation will be useful #n studying

coordination systems,

-

" Tasks: - - .
(1.) To assembleeinformation on accountability from legislative
and stinistrativeimandates, as well as from the fiterature
; and ftom expertJopinion. ) N R
kz.S To study this information in order t(.develop a classificatlon
scheme for applying accountability to programs and projects.
(3.) To classify se1ected, re1evant progr;§: in terms of thelr
' type of accountabiliby. _ K -
Schedule: These tasks.will«be carried out i; months 1-2. o "

? [ ] R v
.




" 3.5 EMPLOYMENT - .COORDINATION

. ~

Objective- 1:

Ce 10ca1, and individual)

-

i

[/

-

fe

o

To assess significant migrant programs/projects affecting

o employment in terms of established 'goals (national, regienal, state,

v Kl

-y’

L - -

2

v Oblgctive 2°

Discussion:

[

.
.
’, .
>

»

©4)

. findings, ghe most effective means’of coordinating services on,

To assess 51gn1f1cant_m1grant employment programs/prOJects
’ -
- S

affecting migrant employment in terms of existing and potential '

~ -

coordima tion on ail levels. .- . T T
o . * 3 N . - ,
Objective 3: To make recommendations for coordination of mi'grant .
‘ >~ - .

employment programs/projects in terms éf past successes/failures
. . < ! . :

e ' .
Thepe objectives propose to systematically assess the degrges

. . .~

and ‘stated goals.

o
and kinds of existing coordination among programs and projects
4 Yy & KN

affecting migrant emp loyment and to determine, on the{basis of these

all governmental‘levels for migrants. ’ .

~

- TaskS° R ” vt

(ObJective #1 . T ‘ . . )

\
9

(1.) To develop criteria consistent with previous fesearch/ke%g.

3

. ©1973 GOA ﬁépdr})‘for assessing programs on all levels based
. . - o™ s N . to

"

on'stated goals. ] - v ’

'

(. ) To assess selected migrant education programs/prOJect& im . -
terms of the above cr1teria. * .

-

(ObJec:ive #2) R " T

a

(3.) To review and(study 1iteratn;e'and to consult with experts

: N . < ° s ~
on th¢ management and- implementation concept of '"'Coordination."
. . %‘ . . N * .

To develop a nedel of coordination for assessing both actual

and potential coordination in significant*pfogram;7projectq“

affecting migrant employment. N 0
¢ .

T 3947' -




. . N

. ¥ : & : s * : ¢
- (5.), To asséss significant projects based upon the above model:
vl . of coordination. . . s ’
o . -/ : (Objective #3) . " «
N - (6.) To make recommendations coordinating migrant education
. . programs/projects based upon previous‘activitiés and use
' *.of the coordination'model. - . .
4 . . . A\l
~ 3 . . +” 'y . T
: Schediles These activities will take place in months 2-5. -
Note: Month 6 willeinvolve final compilation .and analyses of research for
7 : ._ s hed . -
'y . 'y ! - L4
integration into tinal report. . .
. g M
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SOCIAL .SERVICES

Objective:

on the

T ..
\\D}scusslon:

- . )
T affectingﬁﬁigrant social services, for the purpOSe of examlnlng,

>

a compreﬁznsive collection of'ell'legislation in the'

4.1 SOCIAL SERVICES'- LEGISLATION .’

To assemble legidlation affecting migrant social services

federal, state, reéionalq and local levels.

+Attainment of this objective-eqtéils the assemﬁl'{g of
uf

L Jd
ion
i

1 4

/ 4

in later’ prOJects, the results of thls.leglslation

<

Tasks: \

(1.)

.

A}

3.)

o

Schedute:

v~

»

s
.

To eqllect from the Codeépf Federgl“Regulatipns all national

legislation affecting migrant social services.

To collect all Texas, Michigan, W1scons1n, Indiana, and
! .:ﬁ

Illinois legislatlon affecting. mlgrant soc1a1~serv£§es

-

To .collect, where .applicable, fromjselected%Bitessall ¢
. ;

= -

relevant local legislation affecting migrant' seci'dl services.
o ' 4 e .

These activities will occur ip the first month of the prOJect

in order to permit determinatior of goals. (See sectldn 4 3)

- 4.2 SOCIAL SERVICES .- ADMINISTRATIVE EOLfé§

Object;ve:

services on the federal, state,vregional,ﬂand ldcal;levels.

Discussion:

Tasks: |

(1%)
e

To assemble administrative policies affecting migrant social

v

Rationale.siPe as that for 4.1. ~»

fl‘ b’- ’a I\ :

To, assemble, from written soqi'es, admlnlstrative polic1es :

and/or mandatesﬂof»major programs and progects affecting
v A
migrant social services.

4

¥ S,
To construct and admlnlsﬁé} to a selected population, 4
e . - . . L
questionnaire addressing ingitten administrative policy in"
- s :




: e o The 3 , L
. *in welatiaon tor coordination of mi;'rdnt social scrvices. The

-
A -

. ‘ppi)ulation will be det;mined during the second mounth 6f the
. . . N .

. -

L ‘project, ) S .

,‘ N Schedule: : . . ‘ \\oﬁ’ .

:{ / s | Coll‘ecq;ion %f‘written da'ta: months 1-2 -
A ' Selection of population to rebeivé‘qéestioﬁna_i_re:' :

T _ | AdminisEra‘tios of questionnaire: tonth 3 g

. ) C) Assembling of results: -month 4 Q oL T

_ Assessment ofrdata: mopths.l&-sl.l -’ U . ’
4.3 SOCIAL SERVICES - GOALS _ N . . \ ? .
* . Objc;ctive A.:~ e’l‘o'éxtragt f’r‘om extant le'gislation and a’:imfnistrative '
‘ ' J policies botﬂ1 stéted and 1mp1ied goals° ‘for social serx;lce proz.,rams o ”‘
R .’ E . and ;;:Jecgs .re(;.'a:tine: to migran s:: ’ ; ’ , | ”
H ébjective B: Tg gxtract igromé‘inter iew ainsrt:rumeﬁts and relevant : -

11terature thhvstated and' 1mp11ed goals of migrants -and of - .

, " pgrsqnhel wgr}c‘lng w%th. migragsocial service programs and

. ¢ .\ il 1 .a,. e . < : . .

' . pro_]ects nE e . . e .-
S : ' ) PN e ~ L : . )

~ 7 Discussion" The purpoSe ofv’Eh bjectives( is to iestablish the goals

e . ’ - ER e
. ]
P . of migrants, of migrant ogra;ns ,and projectsp,h and of the pers nnel
P o 'y Lo S

working with sué¢h progtams: and"pro_]ects 1n 0r5er fo examifie me&:xs ‘
g 4 . . - a
of effecting maximal coordination .of ne ded ysocial services to '

. . . 4 " .
. ' . i \ ‘ o ¢ 4 ‘\f N .
migrants. < e : jA ..
¢ -'- ! N ‘b . o, » e N

Tasks: . e _ - A e

a .,%\i' ¢ - L3

“(1.) To ;%&view the literature: and.cénsul,t g;:per.‘t,.'opinion in},

’
\

v order to develop criteria for det:ermining goals.
. . - . o~ L% C g - )
/ i " (2.) To as_/semble and examine goals gor’migraﬁt social. services
frg&%’ relevant iegis%l’a'tion An ferms of-the above"éritei'iq.'

. .
L] - .

« . . . - . -~ ‘
. s . . N . 1 ‘:Q )
P . - % . 'c;o : . . -k
. : 42 i . T N i & ’ .
B ‘e . . . P
.
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.Aq‘: * \
z . ~
, N 3 * - - “en . o - e, M . \/J
(3.)>—To assemble and examine goals for migrant sotial services
. ' . ., A . M‘& .,
- from relevant administrative policieg in terms~of, the above ~’? -
s ) « " ¥ criteria. . ] - . BN
. (4.) To assemble and examine goals for migrant social s&tvices from .
- ¢ relevant documentary sources in terms of the above criteria.
% Y o h M - ’
. (5.) To construct and administer instruments for interviewin}
' _ "migrants and personnel working with migrant programs and
'projects in q;def’fg.determine their‘goéls for migrant social
services., ° ‘ ' .
« o e -
R (6.) To assemble and examine goals for migrant sqgéal services from
N . 4 R ’ . .
/;/ g the interview instruments ‘in terms of the above criteria.
- f - .‘ - . R . '
" Schedule: These activities will take place in months 3-5,
T, 4.4 “SOCIAL SERVICES - ACCOUNTABILITY . . -
. . ) 5 ,ﬁ! i © .
) Objec:i%e: To assemble and examine legislatjon and- administrative policy
8 L3 . related to legislation for ‘evidence of stated accountability pfoce-
-\i\‘ « dures.. s : g X
Discussion: Coordination cannot occur -between programs and/or projects
where there is no accountability. Further, accountability infor-
’! . t 0 hd
mation will be useful in studying delivery systems. .
Tasks: o .lg o ,&j
¢ . ‘ AN
N (1) TE assemble information on accountability frq\ legislative
. and administrative mandates, as well as from the literature .,
;w‘ " s - ' . N = ’
. and from expert opinion. 1 - C e e
- (2.) To study this'infqrmatidn in order to develop a classification
- }‘ '~ gcheme- for éppiying‘accounggbilitg to programs and‘vigjects.
(3.) To classify selected, relevant programs in terms of their
) « type of adcounthbility. -
: "Schedule: These tasks will be carried out in months 1-2.-
\)‘ ) ' » e 4 ’

o
A »
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4.5 SOCIAL SERVICES - COORDINATION ‘ o . .
. ‘ . . -
- N . ¥y . ) - o+ sy
¢ Objective 1: To assess significant migrant.social service programs/
7 " - %% , . .‘
" projects in terms of established goals (national,' regional,‘state,) o
\/ N, N -
. A N Y. R W .
*:local, and individual). A . .
. N b ’ f ' LI * (3 .
. Objective 2: To assess significant’migrant social services programs/ . s
' N o ~ - - .
' - . ' v . 2 . . PRI -
7 .projects in terms of existing %tual and™ potential coordination D
on all levels. ) :

« " ~ . . -

. . ’ ¢ . N
.Objective 3: To make, recofimendations for coordination of migrant

. L)

educawion programs/projects in terms of past successes/failures

& . |

.and stated goals.. ) . ) . . ' . ‘§ |
Qisc‘ussion: 'T‘n;se objectives 'propose to systematically assess the deg;‘ee‘s.

Loy P :;;nd }finds ‘Qé existing coordination am{)ng: prog'rams and prohjects ” N

serving t'nigrants ,and to dFtermining, on the basis of these findirigs,('the:*

* Pd M
most effective means of coordinating social services on,all_/govern-\

e > » 9

" ‘mental levels for migrants. ) R . ’ ’ <
» - ® %’ : * . [
Tasks: ~ ..t ‘ o <
. \‘ . - ’ T : - . .
(Objective #1): ) LT . ) . L e
." ' (1.) To develop criteria consistent with previi:us research (e.g.

-, .

- 1\973 GOA. Report) for assessing programs on all levels based

v

on stated” goals. o, N - —_ .
@ - g o o <o .
(2.) To assess selected migrant social service progr’ams"cts / 3
" in terms of the ébove criteria. ’ ) . .
- . , - — ‘
o (Objective #2):- A : L . .

2 (3.5 . To review~and study .lit‘:erature and t 'consul't “With expeg'}:s

T - ¥

D - on the management and implementation toncept of "Coordination."

" (4.) |To develop a model of coordination for ass_eqsipg both actual . - !
- : Lo : ’ )
 and potential cdordination in significant migrant social ’ S

. . -
P . . . %
Y

-0 . service prc;gra;ns/p'roj.e‘dts.‘ o . Py

» . & s * . ‘ 44 '52" . - .(- 4
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. . (5.) To aisess 'significant projects based upon the aboVe model -.
RS s R . N : o .
M . e of coordination. 7 5 ) )
.. i . . PR . L ’
k NN (Objective #3): . - s SR R
: . . 4 . . .
EH o -~ - sl . N . . ‘
. i (6.) To make recommendations for coordipation of migrant programs/
’iw . w6 . e ' ) . .
z . projects based upon previous activities aml use-of the
’ g _ .
- 1
: A . < i b
. + coordination model. : - B .
. . M N a‘\ Y
+ Schedule: These activities will take place in months 2-5. - o
'. - L _ - . ~ . »
Note: Month 6 will involve final compilation and analysis of research for '
RN /% . . : .
~ « T
. integration into - final report. '
.. N _ .. .
- el
- o )
. o
’ .
' . * .
e . . “
— ) A .
o3 . . -
. . . . . - . 2 e
» . '
. - - A ~
¥ .
. R . ( ’ ]
“ ke 1\ 3
. v ' . ‘~
- -~ N .,
) N ~> ' ¢ = ~ " @ N
N » - . . s R { -~ . i o
» 3 v - . . . .
- - , ¢ ¢ ? 4 ;ﬁl;. N ( ' -
- . - : e d
B ¢ "P' - . ‘ hd
L4 * T -— . . . " o
N " : A o ¢
' - . . ]
. o S ’ .
- —— ~ e * * T B
4 , s pe m——— - - < - B
‘ « :'_ - . 2» ¥
R S - I = < —em T
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Proposed Second Phase Tasks .

<

, MONTH ONE

t

0&-

"" 10

* Collect from all the states ser@ed by the Dallas and
< ‘elJ' D

A C - .
Collect from the Code of Federal Regulatipns all national
legislation affecting migrants in the four-designated » .

N . . . . , .‘-7.,}“} . ‘ L -7 ‘\ ; <
.areas} edgcation, healthf&@gplﬁ?ment, other social serd o :

vices, = - . N

Chicago régions state legislation affecting migrants in . ’

i&r . : . )
he four designated areas. Ced . . ) o
- . “ »e

5,

6.

Collect from selected sites*all relevant local‘legislation -

s

affecting migrants in the ‘four designated areas. o . 6

Begin assembling,sfrom written sources, administrative”

policies and/or mandates of major programs and projects .
i ' N ‘

affecting migrants tn”thé’fouf“designated'areas. - -
Construct a questionnaire addressing unwrittenéa

»
—

administratire policy in re1ation to coordination of -

K

. N .
migrant services in the four areas; submit questionnaire

v - - .

» to Government Accounting’Office for official approval.-"

nstruct instruments for interviewing_gdgrants and ~_-\7k_m

personnel working with migrant programs and projects in
EAIRAAE - .

’

order-tq determine their goals for migrants in the fqdr

“designateq'areas. Submit instruments\to,GAQ*for offieiaf

. ST, . "4 S
approval.’ : St « oo

L - -

Begin assepmling information on accountabiIIty procedures

> b3

from legislative and_ administrative mandates, as well as

. .
wanie. .

Yy .
from pertinent 1iteraEure~and.grOm,expert opiniﬁn. This
task will also entail defining-agcountability as ‘et$denced '+
by legislative and administrative mandates in light of ° .
pertinent literature and: expert opinion. ) ’ ,
1 . . o ’ 7 A
-~ £ . _ . / *

‘ : . 46 554 o
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o

- -/ . . ’ . c M \

3
MONTH TWO

" MONTH TRREE -- 1
v

‘9,

Y
3

P

8.. Study this information on accountébility pfécedurés in .

e 3
w—

order to develop a classification scheme for applyjing
a . . : :
accountability }o~programs and projects. . ./

-- 1, Complete compilation, from written sdurces, of

S

administrative policies and/or mgnaqtes of major, pro-

-

grams and.projectﬁ affecting migrants in the four

designated areas. .- ’ ' U

\ . ’o- - <

RS
» ' - . -
2, Select population to receive questionnaire addressing

: . . S -
+ unwritten administrative policies of programs.and pro-

. »

jects affecting migrants. Complete compilation 6f
information:on accountability procedures. ' o

a

{ ‘ .
o3+ Select population with whom instruments addressing.goals

.

at

. for migrants will be used. . o p
4, Classify seleéted, relevant’programs in ;é}ms,of their.

P

type of accountability procedures.

-

2 I3

st

5. ReV1ew pertinent-literature and consult'expert opinion"

~ ,
‘in order teo deveiop criteri&\ig;hdetermining godls of
‘migrant programs arid projects. - .
.- o - PR : g,/

6. . Review pertinent literature and consult with experts on

. v .
.

the management and implementatlon concept of coordination,

.
- A
* ‘\m. aa‘#

7o Deve10p a model of coardinatign for assessing both actual

‘and, potential coordinht%bn in significant.programs/projects

affecting migrants in the four designated areas. -
- »

.
’

we ) -

add;essiﬁg unwritten admiﬁ{strgpive policies of progr?Ts/

v -

. .Administer through the mail, and as offen as feasible through

personal Intervigws, the officially.approved questionnaire .



-

. 3 - L.
_‘prejects affecting migrants in the four designated arcas.

- 1

v . . - .

— ’ Bgéin assembling and assessing informatign obtained through
C ) . ST . .

this instrument. o . -t

v -

<

g, N \‘ . . ’ . ‘. .
A . - 2\ Administer officidlly approved instruments.addressing-goals

- -
Lo “, - -

¢

et : for migrants. - . °

e " -3 Develop.criter'ix-consister}t with previou.:s rekearch (e.g\., (\.

3 . , a . 1973 Goyernment Office of Accounting Report) L ssing |,

- -~

N 4 . s .
.t . ; programs on all governmental levéls based on stated and im-
NG . ) .

. . . . -

N 2 .o
v - plied goals. e . . ' : )
t Al ¢ ‘

v

4. Asses§®selected programs/projects affecting n}igraﬁts in the

[ . . -~ -

;o ) . ’ _four designated vareas in terms of the criteria devetoped in -

«©

i v - ' -
Task two,k* Month three. . LN .

4
° . s

. ) . .<A/ Assemble and g¢xamine goals as evidenced by relevant
a (;, . . . *

N -

- legislation for programs/projects .affectir\lg migrants in’
o8 _—
. . - the four designated areas in terms of the above criteria.’

' ¢ "By . Assemble and exarfine gbals as evidenced, by réﬁlévant

3

e Lt N administrative policies for p'rogram’élprojects affecting

= - / * migrants in the.féur designéted areas in terms.of the ~
S ) - dbove<€riteria. o . -

N . 4 . -

- <

»

N . T . C. Assemble a‘nd égceiprine goals ﬁ;g migrants in the fouf
. i ’ 7 s
- tdesigna

ted areas from relevant ‘documentary source$ in
. ¢ - - 3.

" terms of the above criter{a"& o ®
. D

~
-

L MONTH FOUR -+ . Assess iriforn'\ation obtained from tnstruments addressing

S / . goals for mig’rants as administered to a’ select population

-3

k4

. in‘terms of the above griteria. ol .

el v ‘

§ o W e N . 0
. ta » d €
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MONTH,FIVE -

. B

MONTH SIX —-

1.

Begin assessing significant programs, and projects affect1ng

migrants in the four déggknated areas in terms of the model

13

of coordihation of services developed during Month Two of

v

tﬁis project. {Two migrant communities — one from the Rio

f

Grande Valley, one from the "Winter,Garden":Area - will be ana=~

lyzed, using a random sampling, to cross-validite the coor-

¥

,dinative effort inﬂlcat.ed‘ in the: individual cells in the

%
matrix. Data will be obtained from this sample of” students

o

and familles by qa;l, telephone, and.personal interview,

-

- ‘
able in representative in-trek schools and communities.

as to the utility Jf the MSRTS and the social Services avail-

(A profile-of .the stability of composition of each migrant

community will be determined through the”acquisitibn of

D)

‘data on total number of citizens, number of "green-carders,"

number of illegal entries (if possible),'number of migrants

[
~

leaving the migrant stream, etc.)
Contirue aééessing significant programs and projects'affect—

.

ing migrants in the_four'designated areas in, terms of the-
S . & . '

model of coordination of gservices qevelopei during Month

- .‘.

Two of "this project. h v

C%mplete asgegsment of coordination of services:affecting

-

L3

migrants. * <

»

Make recommendations based upon previous activities.and the

qoordination model for actively-coordinating programs/pro- '
> . ~ b‘ *

jects for the servfee‘of'migrants in-the four designated

areas.’

. 5% | e




: ¢ [ - : ' * ,
' Summiry Time Allocation Chart I
’ . & -
- \ !“ ) -
- . . . . : : . ,
ACTIVITY . | . ; e MAN-MONTHS
L} ' . o )
1. Assemble legislation fongpll areas (education, . 1
health. employment social services) oo . ‘ 5
s . . .
“ R . e, . [ .
2. Assemble written administragixg policy for o A | .
all areas ~ )
3. 'Construct questionnairés | . - ‘
°o 4. Determine target populations ‘ ) :
5. A&minister questionnaires =~ ° . S : " 3
6. Compile results a ce
7% Analyze data . . V4 ‘ .
> . _———;—‘; (3 N
8. Extract goals from legislation, administrative y ’ "3
' v pOlL%leS, questionnaires -
et . e 9. Assemble information on accodhtability . ‘ 1 :
. . & N I . v ,
v 10. Extract accountabili'ty procedures from L » 1.5 e e .
1egislation and administrative policy e ' ‘
- » * D
P "11, Develop classification scheme for accountability . o . o
.- 3 R 1 . . < o |
12, Classify extant programs accordingféq,scheme
: { S et ./ - * -, |
13.. Develop criteria for program asSessméﬁt-dn“NNJif*\nM*’;i”?“ 4 ST Terey
- basis. of goals ! . - - - . 2 .- - / -
14, - Assess extant programs in terms of cr}teria —_— o R {
15.' Review literature, and consult w1th experts ! o Lo _ _' 'ﬂ
) on coordination R . v 3 OA“ . |
L]
P C e _ , . & vy
16. Develop coordination model . ¢ i
.- . N . . L d ° .‘_#—A‘ - 3 : -
17. Assess extant programs on Basis of model . 4 ' Lot . _
* . R " o s . A . : ¢ S, N 3 .
. .18. Maker coordination recommendations - . ' j -
. RN . - . : N / =
. . . . .
. " Y . " . . M .
b .( ; L R ) L ] '

B




i - . Y
» N . .
. . ! [ < » . ) B
. - . )
. . . ~ . - - .
N i
. ‘ - . - ) - Y
' ' ' d , - . , . ,
) Y . . R - ' .
* ) * -
¢ » ' - > . . - M
. » b Y . . . . -~
. ) ) : ) - B ~
) ) : P
- . . . . -
' ) .
. 4 . - - . N
L P . . - - . ~, - , .
. . . 5 > 5 . 4 -
‘o > )
- : N . . . . "
: i ’ - . . . ,
‘ cor -t K - M -
ot . . . - . ) ) )
. B g
. K .. . ?
M N
At , . )
: - . ’ . . . -
hd v - .
- S SN . . .
, . . s :
‘ - CRN ) . )
. .
. ~
- - X - "
. . :
- . . . )
‘ -
. 7 - ’ . . ., .
. 5 . . . . 2 .
. ~\ \ - .
. . . . :
: . . . - . - P . .
i . . ) .
° i * ' .y -
. . . \
’ ‘ ! * - - - .
. ) .
l o ) - . . )
- ) \
. N . / - , .
. R R
’ 13
\ -
. . R ; :
: . N w
- - - . . . ) N
° . i > - 3 oo N
’ . . ,
% It . .
% ) N . N .
| o o :
\ . . . .
’
A Ky - > ‘ ,

&

2y

3 | |
- 2 o . (€] R »
- . 3

[ ]

i)

m

[

m

. ¥
v N " . - 2 t s “
. . . - ! - ‘ S ”n
. » s , - s . y
- . v - hd ~ [ d .
~
- L3
. : 3 -
. » N .
' N ° - -
. R . .
e .
¢ .
i ¢ , ’ Y . .
P . . , ,
- <
LR - 'y - . m ,
N
s 4 . Lat A
M ‘«Ws € N - . . 0.
- . . , . . r
Ay , . .
oot ) 3
. ’ ) 3
- 2 . . . .
a P - - .
rd ’ v s
i 3
) ¢ RN i J
. . R .. .
: : 4 A, d
' M * .
‘e o~ ,.\ w» .
! : - $ S. EOY
. M . .
. . - ’ « N .
J ) .
J 4 » N . , e v - .
- . I3 - »> t . 3
' b . m .
L M B ~ “ s - P h u d .
; N . . —)H
v 8 )
‘ - M v - * -
¢ -7 . .




. . BIBLIOGRAPHY .

~

-

. . 4
2 R N N~ ~ * L 4

Borrega, John G., and.others, A Study of New Mexico Migrant Agricultural
. Workers, Design ‘and Planning” Assistance Center, Albuquerque, New Mexico,
August 1971. -
e . The intent of this report, as stated, is to bring about an ,
: awareness of the kinds of problems faced by migrant agricultural

workers (Mexlcan Americans and Navajos), by farmeﬂk, and by
agencies offering services to these migrants in New Mexico. An
overview of fhe national and state migrant situation is presented
.-, : as well as case studies of various New Mex1co counties.

k]

Bove, Beverly A., Health Services for Migrant Children, U. S. Governmend

R Printing Office, Washington, D. C., December 1972 . )
oL A resource for admlnlstrators, teachers, nurses, paraprofesslonals, .
* - health coordlnators, and community action personnel who are in- )
. _ terested 1n~me the health needs of migrant childrern. This
: “handbogk offers suggestlons for organizing compunityg resources in
l' ) providing health care to M1grant ch11dren. Rt ) o
}’ Bowden, Shirley, Nutritional Be11efs and Food ;¥act1ces of Mex1can American o d

Mothers, Master's thesis submitted to Fresno State College, Fresno, - . )
California, June, 1968.
' . " In the locale of Hanford, California, this }968 nutritional study
. was-made to explore-and evaluate the nutritiional belaefs and ‘food *
practices of Mexican American mothers’ among low-1ncome agr1cu1tura1
+ working families. 35 ‘mothers.
Cake, Ralph H., Jr., and others, F1rst Western Region Conference of OEO,
M1graﬁ"2:o1ects (Wood%:;:g Oregon, June 7-9, 1967),.Va11ey Miggant

4 ¢

League, Woodbu¥n, Oreg.\\ June 1967. . -
Representatives of rant worker projects in the West\and Southwest
met to discuss past projects, future trends, critical issues, and
progran\technlques. Some problems of the migrants were identified
in the.areas of educatioff, wocatiohal tra1n1ng, and the development
of community and ‘agricultural labor resources. .
California State Dept. of Education, Promising Practices in: Summer Schoold
Serving the Children of Seasohal Agricultural Workers, Sacramento, Calif., 1963
Special features of five summer school programs for children . -
of migrant workers were presented. ‘Resources from the various - P
schools were utilized in the s¢ience program so: that the chil-
dren had access  to- all tipes of audiovisual mater1als, equlpment o
for experiments, and- books. /. - o
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California State Dept. of Education, The Education of the Mexican American,

A Summary of the Proceedings of the Lake Arrowhead and Anaheim Conhferences, -
Sacramento, California, 1969. .

Under the auspices of the’ Callfornla State Department of qucatlon,
conferences were held in Augdst of 1966 and ‘April of 1967 'by
outstanding Mexican Amerlcan educatorQ. This document 'summarizes
those conferences, which dealt with all Mexican Ameri€an students
—-- immigrant children, the children of migrant workers, and the
various gendratiops of students living in homageneous communltles
- ) composed of persons of Mexican descent.

;
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Central Michigan Unlver31ty, Evaluation of Michigan Migrant Educatlon, Summer
1971 Programs, Central Michigan Univ., Michigan Mlgrant Education Center,
-Mt. Pleasant, Mlchlgan, March 1972. .
An 1ntroduct10n to the evaluation of the effects of Michigan migrant
\ education projects on-mlgrant children enrolled in its schools durlng
“ the summer of 1971 is presented in this document. The agencies .and-
institutiorns responsible for providing migrant children with educa-
‘tional services. The structure of migrant education agencies in ’.
other states and the interrelation of those agencies with the . '
education of migrant children in Michigan. .

‘ Colorado State Dept. oﬁ\Education Policy Statement Relating to the Education
. of Mlgrant Children, Colorado State Dept. gf Education, Denver, 1962.
. Purposes, deflnltlons, ™obligations, and ‘practices in the -
’/"f' ‘ education program for agricultural migratory children are clarified
in a pollcy statement. Common usage and-practice are utilized in
e ' eIaboratlng upon the definition determine time periods during’
R whlchigggrant status is maintaiQed and situations where children
' are considered migrant even when residing in thelr home districts.
, " ’ .
. Education Commission of the States, Early Childhood Programs for Migrants: LI
. Alternatives for the States. The second report of the Education Commis-
 ® sion of the States; Task Force on Early Childhood Education, May 1972. . s
. T The needs of migrant children younger than séx\§:;rs of age are
" the focus of this report. State early childhood™migrant programs
are dlscussed in terms of thelr services available .through federal
. sources, ‘methods of making use of federal funds, alternative pro-
. gram approaches, facilities, and personnel are alsc discussed.
E}szler, Charles F., Sel?—ConcépE:_Attitude Toward School, cnd Reading .
. Achievement: A Study of Michigan Migrant Education Summer School Erograms,
~ Central.Mlchlgan University, Mt. Pleasant, Michigan, March, 1972. '

. " . The Michigan Migrant 'Eciucatmn Program was evaiuated to determlne

e at a statewide level the extent to which the general educational .-
obJectlves are being attained. The study focused on two obJectlves:// )
. (1) o determine pupil changes in self-concept, attitade toward .
L. —7 school, and reading achlevement,_ahd (2) to determine aspects oﬁrthg ‘ .

) migrant education classrooms=which are,gggectlve in progoblng change.
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Friedland, William H., Migrant Labor;: Teaching, Research and Policy; A #inal

Report to the Ford Foundation on a Four Year Project, Ford Foundat{
5 New York, N. Y., February 1, 1971. :

. s RIS This study involving migrant agricultural workers began in 1966 ]
-. . and continued for four summers. The two projects were intended g@‘w
T "~ wto accomplish three basic functioms: (1) to influence .the e
" development of policy; (2) to integrate more efféctively the
= functions of instruction and research 'to make contributions
oy to general sociologx.

e ®

) " 'Good ﬂ%ighbor Commission of Texas, Texas Migrant Labor, Annual Report 1970,
Austin, Texas, 1970. ! ' T . - R
This annual report discusses Texas agriculture and migrant labor,
including sections on mechanization in agriculture; alien labor
and immigration; the Texas Inter-Agency Task Forcé on Migrant . -~
i : Labor; scouting and migrafit youthg current developments in educa-
' tion, housing, he&alth, and job development; and trends in migration.
e .
Haney, George E., Selected State Programs in Migrant Educatio Y.'S. Office
of Education - (DHEW), 1963.° . :
This“beseklet outlines and compares the migrant education programs
- of\ seven—states -- California, Colorado, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Oregon, and Pennsylvania. It corsiders programs for both the summer
.. 'and the regular sessions. .Problems related to attendance, grade
X placement, educational disadvantégement, enrollment, facilities,
: finance, .lunch programs, personnel, student recqrds, and teachexs
are discussed. ’ o -~ 3 .

\- .
Hearings Before the Subcommittee on Migratory Labor of the Committee on Labor
» and Public Welfare, United States Senate, Ningty~-Sécond Congress, U. S.
~ Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C., 1972. T
) These franscripts of testimony before the Subcommittee on Migratory
Labor: of the, Conmittee on Labor and Public Welfare, United States
i ) Senate, provide extensive discussions \of land ownership, use, and
distribution; the role of land grant cclleges, farmworkers in rural
poverty; extension of the program for healih services for domestic
agricultural migrant workers; and migrant children's food program . °

- . . faildres. s - . y

. Hoffman, Hy;‘Pagano,‘Jules, A new Conceptual Model for Adult Basic Education
.. Staff Training with Application to Corrections, New Careers and Migrant
and Migrant Education, Adult, Eddcation Association of the USA, October 1971.
: The objective of this project was to review épd analyze staff develop-
- " ment prbgrams in adult bdsic education in order te identify the most.
;o -promising ideas, curricula materials, methods and approaches for the
purpose of designing new training models. ’ Ea

?
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Howell, James D.; And Others, Migrant Farm Workers in ﬁorthwestern‘Ohio; Ohio )

- Agricultural Research and Development Center, Wooster, Ohio, August 1971.
. . Insight into both the employee and employer aspects of the+Mexican
: . American migrant farm workers was the basis for this study. The
Y . . data, collected through personal intervi€ws with 69 migrant workers
T e " *  and their 29 employers. o g
. M . N " . . .~ X R \ m"‘“ga_“ . .
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Jensen, éﬁrald M., Investigation of Ocgupational Training Needs of Migrant
Workers Which May Point Toward Employment in Other Than Migrant Employ-
ment, Final Report, Imperial County Schools, El Centro, California,
Aprll 28, 1972,
A sample consisting of 296 migrant workers based in IMperléi Gounty,
California. The general goal of the study was tdrgather information
that would enhante understandlng of the educatlonal-problems and needs
of migrant families and to give direction to, efforts to meet: these
.i needs and help solve the problems. - -

4 -

Jorgenson, Janet M., et. al.,- Migratory Ag;ldﬁltural Qbﬁkers in The United
States, Grinnel College, Iowa, 1961. '
.- Field studies were conducted in 1960 #in xhe lower Rio Grande
Valley of Texas and -in Iowa to augment 1nformat10n on migratory
. workers. Faculty—student team fiefd trips found many factors to '
consider in providing a constructive approach to the problems of the
o mlgrant worker. Children of the migrants are not getting the edu-
-~ cation they need to break out of the migrant pattern. Preventive
. health care lacks incentive because of poor living conditions.
L Poverty prevents curative medicine. The migrant suffgrs from pre-
o judice and discrimination. Constant stré;n to earn a 11v1ng is
. the main contributing factor to ‘the plight of the mlgrant.

*
-

LY

Kansas Council for Children and Youth, Interdepartmental Conference on Mlgrants

.in Kdnsas, Lawrence, Kansas, 1962 ; - -
Notes based on a 25 reference b1bllography whlch contained studies |,

‘,von migrant’ famifYes and p1lot Projefts’ established to aid migrants’
were presented. One study found that the educational ‘problems :

.. of migrant.chNildren included' retardation and frustration. Educa-
tional: opportdpities for children of. mlgrant workers can be improved
by develop;ng sbecial programs and ungraded systems, offering spe-

¢ cialized, teacher training programs, prov1d§%g better. facilities and

day care centers, calllng conferenceg, promoting studles, and enact-

ing legislation. - a '
» o - ) S

t ]

Kansas State,Board of Health The, Role of the Health Department in Prov;dlng )
Day Care and Health Serv1ces for Children of Migrants, Topeka, Kansas, 1962.
Planning and organization, héalth_services for children, and evalua-
-tion of the program were presenteﬁ.‘ The Kansas State Board of Health,
the Department of Social Welfare, the Kansas Counéil of Churches, and
the Kansas ‘State University Child Development staff combined resources
to carry out the program.

.

Klelbrlnk Michael C.,-And OthersxValue 0r1entat10ns of Retrained-Relocated

Workers: A Study of Rural Urban Adjustment, Texas Agricultural Experig N

ment Station, College Station, Texasy August 1970. g
! . In the attempt to deveIop means for underemployed workers to -
increase their level of economic success, 684 Séuth Texans (mostly -
Mexigan Americans) were.retrained for aircraft assembly and, then
, relocated in the Dallas vicinity. The analysis attempts to show *
the relation of successful rural—urban mlgratlon to achievement as
a primary value orientation. , ) -7
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Kruse William 6., et al., United Mlg_ant Opportunlty Serv1ces, Inc., Prov}dlng
Educational Opportunltles for Migrant Farm Workers and Their ¥amilies in
17 Wisconsin Countie$, Annual Report, 19673 United Migrant Oppontunlty
Services, Inc., Waukesha, Wisconsin, 1967. . ’ -
Presents the accompllshments of an OEO funded program which prov1des
adult basic education, day caré serv1ces, and vocational training
and placement for migrant workers. ‘Reagtions oﬁgpart1c5pants and .
reports by individual coordinators—are, included. '

’ P .

=
~ e

- .

Lagra, Jerry L. and Barkley, Paul W. "Income and Expense Records of 17 Mexican

American Famllles, Department o;~Ag¥iculture October 1970. .

A selected group of 17 Mexican Amenican families who went to the )
Othello, Washlngton area as migrant agricultural workers and tried*
to become a part of the'resident population were studied- to learn
somethlng of the earnings and spending habits of ex-migrant Mexican
American families in Othello. ‘To obtain accurate data on income

and expenses, a detailed record book was placed in each part1c1pat1ng
home. .. - \

Lathom, Vicki, Money for Miggant Children: ., A Compilatﬁon of Federal Funding
Sources for the Children of America's Seasonal Farm Workers, Day Care and
Child Development Council of America, Inc., 1401 K Street, N.W., Washlngton
b. c., 20005, 1972.

Y Fumdlng sources for migrant child care programs and the1r various
components, such as services, personnel food, equ1pment, and some
federal child care legi$lation bills, are given .in this' publlcatlon.
‘The programs are grouped into the various agencies and departments
of the federal government which help fund them (i.e., The Department
of Health, Educdtion, and Welfare; The Department of Labor, The Office
of Economic Opportunlty, The.DePartment of Agricultuxe; The Department
of Housing and Urban Development; and VISTA).

, . Ry ‘

Littlefield, John .H., The Use of Norm-Referenced Survey Achievement Tests With
Mexicdn American Migrant Students; A Literature Review and Analysis of
Impl;catlons For Evaluation of the Texas Migrant Education Program, Texas
Education Bdocation, Austln, Texas, 1972. "¢

e literature concerning the approprlateneos -of nine Norm-Referenced
Survey Achievement Tests for use with Memican Amerlqan migrant students
"in grades one through seven in Texas is reviewed in this report, which
W prov1des an evaluation of each test by the @enter for the Study of Eval-
*uation.” The report provides ratlngs in the areas of Math, Readlng, and
Oral-AufZT\tanguage. Part II of the report discusses some of the impli-’
_ cations of using Norm-Referenced Tests and suggests posslble alternative
' . solutions. * . *

[y

. - . .

Mason, John Dances, The Aftermath of the Bracero: A Study of the Economic Impact-
on the Agricultural Hired.Labor Market of Michigan From the Termination 6f
Public Law 78, Michigan State Univ., East Lansing, Michigan, 1969.

_..To test, tge "stoop labor" hypothesis ghat, the, supply. response of
domestlc migrants to 1ncreased wages would be inelastic, this study
examined wage adjustment in Mlchlgan agrlculture after 1964, supply
response to wage changes in the pickle industry, and acreage decllne

* ‘and’ capital substitution’ follOW1ng the termifiation of the Brdcero

Program between 1964-65. 64




3

3

.
. Mazer,

, Metzler, William H., and Sargent

"Michigan State Dept. of Educatfon, Handbook for Teachers of Migrant.Children,

.

Y

\ R

Gilbert E., An Analysis of the Effects of a, Trainin§ Program for Tealuers *
of the" Disadvantaged Interaction Analysis With Migrant Pupils, Final Report,.
-Western Michigan Univ., Kalamazoo, Michigan, December 1968. '
Thirty-six teachers, 17, 1nexper1enced and- 19 experienced, were observed
systematically (under the Flander's system of interaction analysis) -
while engaged 1n teachlng migrant children in 3 M#chigan elemengagry
schools. The purpose of the study was to evaluate a- training program
especially devised to prepare teachers of dlsadvantaged youth and to
analyze and describe the process of teaching disadvantaged children,
focusing“primarily on migrant children.

. -

?Efrederico, Problems of Children, Youth, and
Education Among Mid-ContinentjMigrants ‘in "The Southwestern Social Science
- Quarterly,” June 1962. V4

This document presents the res

-

ts ofﬁ& 957 survey made in six spe-
c1a3iy chesen southern Texas _gities, where migrants were questioned
reg d1ng (1) family character stics, 1nc1ud1ng movement, employment,
earnlngs the prev1ous year, family size, and cultural background, and
® (2) problems causing educational difficulties for their children. '
.Current trends and projects which are helping to alleviate some of
the probleffs are named and briefly discussed.

°3

-

. s A

Michigan State Dept. of Labor, Michigan Employment Security Commission, 1970
Farm Labor and Rural Manpower Report, Detroit, Michigan, 1970.

In an effort to provide better manpower services to workers and
employers in rural areas, the Farm Labor and Rural Manpower Service
establlshad new manpower se§v1ce centers in four Michigan count1es
during 1970. The field staff prov1ded referral services to Jover
1,000 migrant families apnd prov1ded part—-time personpel sérvices

dur1ng periods, of peak loads in many counties if=order to expedite
supportive serv1ces. ¢ -

~————
M1ch1gan State Government Governor's Task Force on M;grant Labor, Final Report,
Michigan, October 9, 1969.

Michigan's 9—member ¥ask Porce on Migrant Labor, established in 1969,
was charged by ‘the governor (1) to develop and prdvide for carrying
out.more effectlve ways to coordinate the funetions of state vefnment,
td better-: utilize available resources, and to enforce existing laws; (2)
to degermlne whgfhe* existing law in this*field ‘is adequate or whether
additional laws should be r commended to the leglslature' and (3) to ,
determine whether there areiaddltlo needd, for state programs to deal
with non-migrant Mexican Am ricans in Michigan. .

v

Lansing, Michigan, 1970.
A wrﬁe spectrum of the educatlonal problems common to migrant ch11dren
are covered in this Teacher handbook. Several pages arel devoted to
deveIoplng an appreclatldn for,understandlng of , and{emphathy for, the"
migrants and the problems they . face.

L]

Migrant Action Program, Migrant Action Program, Annual Report, 1967, Mason City, |
Iowa, 1967. ;

Descr1bes act1v1t1es for migrant workers and their children which™ |

1nc1ude nursery services, day care sérvices, child educatlon programs, }

adult educatiopal programs, and family health-elinics. ' Finartcial

ana1y31s and populatlon statlstlcs are included.

. 65




. Milwaukee Public Schools, A Special Program For In-Migrant and Tramsient Children
+.in Depréssed Areas, Project Proposal, Milwaukee, #isconsin, v

i .'Proposed is the establishment of six experimental centers in Mllwaukee
to which in-migrant children would be, referred when applylng for public
< K . school admission. A’'request for funding for three years is made to -
.. Ypermit a fair evaluation of the program effectiveness. °

~
»

Moore, Harold E., and Schufletowski, Chﬁrles, Southwestern States Developmental
Project Relating to Educational Needs of Adult Agricultural Migrants. The
Arizona Report, Arizona State Un1ver31ty, College of Educatlon, Tempe Arizona,
January 1965.

# A study of educationals needs.of m1grants was co pcted from Septembel’
» through- December 1964, in Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico,- and Texas.
This report,. concerned with the Arlzona stidy; identified the most
compllcated problem as the lack of coordinated attack on migrant T
social, economlo health, a@nd educational relationships by -local, -
State, and Federal agencies. -
Moser, Collette, Comp., Labor Market Informatlon in Rural Areas: Proceedings of ' “
a Conference, Mlchlgan State University, Manpower Administratiomd, Washlngton,
D¢ C., 1972. <. . .
_ . MaJor areas emphasized in this document are .(1) data needs for manpower
. ' planding and' pollcy-maklng by¢pub11c officials for rural areas, (2)
' 4 employer needs ‘for labor market information in order to locate and
operate in rural areas, (3) labor market information needs of current

and poten\%ei Job seekers jin rural areas, and (4) the role of U. S.
‘e government agencies. .

'

*
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Murphy, Sara, First Comes Love and Understawding, in "Seuthern Education Report "
Vol. 3, No. 7, Nashville, Tenn., NM&rch 1968. A 4 .
. As a result of a study by the Arkansas Department of Education on the.
needs of migrant chiidfen, a grant was obtained for the purpose of
- . establishing g specihl summer school program for migrant youth in the
. - 'extremely economically depressed Springdale, Arkansas, School District. -
" This site was chosen because of its close proximity to a large migrant
labor camp and the characterlzatlon of sits schools as having an ex~
NG trémely high' dropout rate (as high as 50 percent in the all-Negro ~ .
. - ’ +  Childrxess High Schbol and between 10 and 15 percent in the formerly -
o .~ all whxte Wynne ngh School) ‘ - =

’
. -
%

Natiogal AdVlsory Counc11 on the Educatlon of Disadvaptaged Children, Educatlng &
. The Dlsadvantaged Child: Where We Stand. The 1972 Annual ort To The
" . President and the Congress, Washington, D. C., March ‘31, 2.
“ This report, the Eighth Agnuak-Rejort of thelNational Advisory Council )
. & on the Educatlon\of Dlsadvantaged Children (NACEDC), is presented as a :
commentary on the previous.years ddministration of the progrdms for
- ‘ . . ~<disadyantaged children, with' recommendations for the future.
oy g T ’ ® < co—— -
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7 Natlonal, 1grant Infonmdxlon €learing House, D1rect~¥y of Migrant Health Services

- . A in~Selected States, Juarez-Lincoln Center and Migrant Referral Project,
-~ % ‘hustin, Texas 1973% ' - & . ‘ .

’ .
. ' This is a d1rectory of mlgrant health services for use by migrant and
T seasonal fdrm workers in states-utilizing significant numbers” of
v T mlgrant and/or seasonal farm wotkers. Services provided, time of
TR,
operatlon and location of all available health Serv1ces are#llsted

It is very’ comprehensive., *

igij- > National Migrant‘Information Clearing House, Migrant Programs in Texas, Juarez-

» S L1ncoln Center, Austin, Texas, 1973. ‘ .

S . . This is a handbook and directory for agencles working w1th mlgrant

ﬁwgf e farm workeérs in Texas. Virtually all the programs for migrants are | -

ig' h ~ Ancluded in Xhis. comprehensive manual, including Title III- CAMP,

E ° HEP, Title I Migrant, Migrant Health, and Migrant Fam11y Hous1ng

T - " Centers. .

. 7 " . »

York State Education Dept., Rgport of the 1962 Summer School Program For

Chlldrqa of Migrant Parents, Albany,c 1963. - -
_Summer school programs conducted in several centers for cblldren ‘
of migrant parents in New York State'were described. A child care ° ..
-center and transportation were prov1ded "The budgét'for the several ’

. Sa

N centers varied with size, program, and spec1f1c problems. Empha51s e
was placed upon basic skills in language arts and arithmetic. A
£ . glose relationship among parents, growers, and the public, helped
o .  to promote“the program. fﬂ ‘- i ’ !

v " .
North Carolina State Board of Educatlon, Dept. of\Publlc Instructlon, Mlgrant
, Education Administrative Handbook, Raleigh, N. C., April f971.
: » The Handbook, publlshed by the State Department of Education of
. ' North Carolina, was designed to provide answers t§ many questions oL
P pertalnlng to the administration of mlgrant educatlon projects. As
- : stated in the'}Mndbook "local educational agency personnel who have ‘
" a responsibility in the local migrant education project should be- & ? -
N . . come familiar with this material and should make use - -of it dur1ng
o * . the de51gn, development, implementation and evaluatidn of the

4+
.0 project .*— ' . S

LR N \ o« v » * o ) °

.
4

14

) -North, Dav{} S., The Border Crossers: People Who Live in Mexico and Work ‘in 0" N
B . The United States, National Technical Information Serv1ce, Operatlons
‘ ) D1v151on, Springfield, Virginia, April 1970.

° this study 1nvestlgates the characterlst1CS\of the border crossers

their role 1n federal programs, and. anal zes their impact in 4
o . depressed areas. ' In order to obtain information® about the estimated
s : 100,000 commuters working in the United States, a team of—blllngual ?
Mexigan Americansginterviewdd-Mexican citizens legally and 111ega11y '
vorklng in the United Stated, and U. S.-citizens 11v1ng in Mexico and ,
gr0531ng the bdrder to work, o« . ° ©°° ) . .




. OO'Far'rell Brigid, A Study in Chjld Care: "Tacos Wd Tulips," National Center&

LS

For Educational Communlcatlon (DHEW/QE), Washington, D. C.,CNovember 197
The Holland Day Care Center in Michigan serves a diverse communlty ‘
. . of anglo ch}%dren of Dutch ancestry and children of°’ former migfant

workers of Chicano, Black, Puerto Rican-and Cuban-origins who have
settled in the area..

-

. ~

L - Workers, Office of Econmomic Oppgrtunity, Washingtom, D. G., 1971.
. " The major thrust of Title,III-B programs is to prepare migrant .
. Yoo and seasonal farmw workers for upgraded jobs and to prepare °

- they so desire. Thede alternatlves, supported through prOJects
A for adult®heads of households", emphasize skill training in pre—
paration for actual job placement. Augmenting the efforts in

economic upgradlng are famlly rehabilitation, day care, and .0
e housing programs. '

' . . o~ . . «‘f‘”“ ! T ¢
-Oregon State Dept. of Education, Study of Migrant Children in Oregon Public. ¥
o \ Schools, Salem, Oregon, 1960.“

. O A pilot -program for edhcatlng migrant chlldqgn was authorlzed :»f”
‘W by the Oregon-legislature to study problems of migrant education - .
during tke regular school year.-. .A questlonnalre was formulated.
K to interview migrants in order to picture probléms facing local .
. school d1str1cts. An ana1y51s was computed and information was e

divided rntd "Aegto" and "'Spanish-speaking" categories.

JctxiL, Ronald G., et al., Guide ta Organ;_gtlon and Admlnlstratlon of
Migrant -Education P Programs, Coloradp State Dept. of Education,
Denver, Goloraﬂo, 1963. - ¢
Educatlonal pragrams for. ch11dren of mlgrant waorkers should brlng
. -ch11dren within the influenee .of well-trained ‘teachers. Program
e supervlslon and administratdion'should be a state- responsibility. -
Qhe state official should be responsible for determining where and
- when programs are to be initiated for developrng standdrd procedures
. for 1dcal systems, £or organizing insegvice educational programs,
. @ and for providing neéded materigl and personneg resources. A llst—
. - 1ing of sources to be contaq&g&}gor help with migrant needs ‘is 1nc1ﬁded

©

v . -~

. Potts, Alfred M., Knowing and Educating the DisadvaﬂfagAg An ﬁgfgtated‘ .

M'Knowing and Educating.the Disadvantaged" is-an annotated
blbllography°of materials related to the education of migrants '
or ‘the economically disadvantaged. It is arranged by both topic

. .and title indexes. Topics include agrlculture American culture, e

directories, bibliographies, guides, handbooks, administration
and orgapization of education, adult educatidn, ‘cultyr€;.early
chfldheed education, elementary education, educational goals,

o, ' health ucation, home economics, Indian education, -migrant edud .
cation, primary éducatlon and general statistics, teacher educa- )
tion, vocational education, guidance and counsellng,\health
immigrants, Indian Americans, labor, language and langudge arts, - +

L < legislation, migrants, minority groups, Negro Americans, poverty -

‘e

.9 i _ Americans, and tests :and 5est1ng, . T T e,
«ERIC . . e | \ v
e L - _ . %0 68 - ’

entlre farm worker fam111es for alternatlves\to farm work if 1‘

- Blbllograghz Adams State CoIlege, Alamosa, Colorado, 1965. ) o

T D psychology, pub11c relatlons, Puerto Ricans, soclology,_Spanlsh <ot

o

-“ / Office,of Economic Opportunity, OEO Programs for Migrant and Seasqndl Farm ,// !
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' Pofﬁs, Ai-M, Féoviding Education for Migrant Children,

ColQrado.Staté Dept.‘f

Problems characteristic to -educating the migrant child and the
. Structure, coneent, and methoaolog§ of education that would meet |
the needs of migrant children wers studied. The study was con~
fined to-migratory people who traveled in families and were
domestic Americans. Topics studied included the administrative
organization of the educational programs, financial support of
.. educationayrproirams, social understanding’, movement of Migrants,
causes of migration,-aptitudes of migrants, curriculum needs,
classroom methods; and teacher needs and preparation. Methods
used included-factual research studies, experimental studies, con-.
ferences, and workshops designed -¥o broaden the readiness of . f
, -teachers and administraters ﬁg deal with the problems oéozgﬁcat;ng’
\ " migrant children. The study was centered in the Inter: fntain{ ‘
Stream of the Southwest whose population was composed of Spanish,
. Anglos, and Indians.’ — . ' s

’

A _ ¢ Consequences of Rural to Urban Migraéion,
A Final Report, Volume I11,-Tracor, Inc., Austin, Texas, DecemBer 1969,

T?is is the third and last volume of a study that analyzed rural
_mlgrgtion Patterns of Mexican Americans, Negroes, and Anglo- ° .
N Amerlcansvwhp moved from the southern stdtes to urban areas. The
bsFudy examines differences in family characteristics between LT
migrants and nonmigrangsm migrants' perceptions about anticipated
« ‘conditions in the city and actual conditions, and adjustment of
urban migrants to their new surroundings. - . ¢ ‘

Ruopp; Richard R,, A Study -in Child Care: "Like Bein} At Home," Day Care
Programs Reprint Series, National Center for Educational Communication
(DHEW/OE), Washington, D. C,, November 1970.° ¢ ) PR
The Greeley Parent Child Center in Greeley, Colorado, jis & year-
round center serving primarily a Chicano migrant or *settled-out
migrant population. A -comprehensive child care prog¥am is
offeréd during the day: and- educational programs fofr the parents
are available-during the evening. oo L o
. . e .

™

1&ice, Daniel 0., A Study of Economi

Y 3

A

El

Saldafia, .Nancy, Mexican Americans in the Midwest: An annotated Bibliopraph
Michigan State University, Ryral Manpower Center, East Eansinga\Michigan,
July 1969, - 2;58 . . |

Some 128 sourkes dating from 1928 to 1968 comprise this selected
. bibliography of sources dealing with Mexican Americans living in
b pafﬁs of»the-lidwgstérn;Uniped StatQS'and wigh thpse factors most
signifigant in migration and settlement by this population.

Schunur, James 0., A Synthesis of Current Research in Migrant Education,

'Manager, Duplicating Service, New Mexico State University, Las Cruces,

- New Mexico,“May 1970. . e c
Purposes of this domument are to present:a broad view of migrant
education which would inform educators of the current practices
and procedures being employed and to provide impetus for more and
‘better migrant education programs. The scope of this research

- synthesis encompasses the age range of the migrant (and his edu-
_ cation) from cradle to adulthood. ‘ -

A

R}

. ’ ‘ I3 . Lo 61 , 69 l

. of Education, Denver, 1961. : N oy

Iv
-

Tos

-

-




. % ' \ ) .
- s . ¢ ' . )
Sciara, Frank, Ed.;‘'Shively, Ben F., Ed. 1Indiana Migrant Educition Programs;
- . A Guide for Educational Program ®bjectives and Appraisal, the 1971 -
. Indiana Workshop for Teachers of Migrant Children, Geneva Conference
r . Centgr, Rochester, Indiana, August 1971, ¢ ‘
L The purpose of this guide.is to provide administratprs and teachers
e who work in educatioh programs for migrants with a tool which may. .
be. useful in guiding the development and appraisal of such programs.
N ~ ? - ’ .
'Segalmén, Ralph, Army of Despair: The Migrant Worker Stream, Educational
Systems "Corp., Washingtor, D.C.,, 1968, 24 P, LT ]
&\Qﬂgration patterns <in Texas, Florida, California, the Southeastern S
States, and elsewhere are examined through official reports, sta-
tistics at rest camps, migrant children's registrations in New
Mexico, conversations, and informal observations. It ‘concludes
+ that the plight of the migrant worker will grow more dismal unless
he masters new skills -to cope with today's industrial revolution
) in agriculture. (SW) . ' ‘ e . ’ -
| e . . 4 .
; ) ) 'Siﬁbns; J.W.; and others, Hausing for Migrant Agricultural Workers, Superin-
‘ - tendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washingtdn, D.C.,
. August 1970. . ’ o ST
,  Intended to assist the producer in meeting the housing regulations

v

' . of fedéﬁzl, state, and local™governments for migf%tOFy workers and
thereby ‘to attract better labor through adequate housing, this
- handbook conitains discussidns of the migrant—labor situation;
] . regulations and standards; general housing considerations. o
Smith, George W., Ed,; Caskey, Owen L., Ed., Promising School Practices for -

Mexican Americans, Southwest Educational Development #Lab., Austin; Texas
, Tech Univ., Lubbock, 1972.—7 .. Ct
‘- The designers of 66 projects intended to create meaningful and
productive educational  experiences for Mexican American children _ i
with impeverished backgrounds describewmand evaluate‘their‘programs. .
. R ~In the various articles,sprograms in the areas of readiness and
T orientation, language development, bilingual instruction, English-
‘as—a—sepond language and oral language, reading, padrent imvolvement, .
self-contept enhancement are dgscribed. * The compilation also BRI
) includes discussions of migrant.programs, special programs*for, s T
. : . Mexican Ametican student, and research Teports on M%xican‘American

.projects in education. (MJIB) Lo e

K2 ]

Southwest Educational QevelOpmeﬂt‘Lap.; Evaluation of Migréﬁt‘Education in ,
, vTexas: A Summary, Austin, 1969.% -, . " R
L The Southwest Educational Development Laboratory conduc®eh 3 study .

. e of migrant‘education in Texas-under a ‘contract with the Texas . .

- g Educat{qh Agency. Laboratory and professional consultant-observers
who spent more than 2,000 hours of direct on-site visitation time-

. and.conducted. interviews with some 1,360 respondents--including " 'y

administrators, teachers, migrant parents, migrant stuflents, *and )

. ) various support personnel, N
- - N - f
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Southwest Educational Development Lab., Mobile Head Start Program for Migrant
3 Children and Parents.* Final Report and Strategies for Continuation
Activities, Office of Economic Opportunity, Washington, D.C., November
* 1 1970. '
" In ths summer of 1969, the Southwest Educational Development
. Laboratory undertook: the implementation of a mopile migrant proJect
‘to serve a designated. group of preschool migrant, ct®1ldren. The
'project was to consist of (1) a summer ‘program in 1969 in at least
.. 2 "in trek" locations, (2) integration in the 1969-70 school year
o ‘ + 7 with the McAllen early childhood demonstration center, and @A3) a
summer.program in 1970 in mobile situations.

Taylor, Howard W., Agricultural Mdchanization and ‘the Migrant in New York .

- State, State University of .New York, Genescd. Center for Migrant

. . . Studies; State Univearsity ofgNew York Genesco. College of Arts and

) ’ Scignce, New York, 1972.

- This study examined the Tate and causes of agricultural mechan17a—
.o . tion in New' York State and its effect upon the economic and living
conditions of migrants, as-well as the possible solutions to the

- problems uncovered. FExamined in various stages of mechanization

, .were three specific'areas where potatoes, snap beans, angdapgées
are grown. Then,” a state-wide study ofc-agents and agenci@s pro-
viding alternatives to unemployment and welfarg for displaced
migrant workers was made. A

P )
Texas Education Agency, The Téxas Pr;lect for Education of Mlzgzﬁt Children
Austin, Texas, 1966, 22 p.
. . Describes themeed for compressed educational instruction for
" . migrant children during the hﬁme base period and- presents general
guidelines for designing curriculum. ‘This document is available

from the Division of CompensatQry Education, Tex?i Edudation .
4 ! v - Agency, ‘Austin, Texas-78711. ~ o
. Texas'hducation Agency, . Proposed Curriculum Program for Texas Migratory

Children, Austdin, Oc¢tober 1963, 215 p.
* . A study on educating migra t children concluded that a six-month

’ school providing the same instructional time as a nine-month school
would better serve these children\\ An advisory committee.recom—
. ‘mended a nongraded - continuous progress curr1culum g1v1ng priority
'3 , to Engﬂish, then mathematics, and then‘social studies. Detailed
s g curriculum outlines are presented by subject and by grade. €luded
c are objectives, motivations, activities, course content,,evalQA§1on,
: ’ and available materials.. (SF). A

.
-

. Texas Education Agency, Texas Child Migrant Program, .ustin, Texas: 1972,

. .ot ipating in the Texas Child Migrant Program. The booklet describes{
. program activities, the Texas Plan, Preschool Program, .Four Year
O0ld Program, The Seven Month School, and all other migrant projects

. sponsored by the Texas Educatidn Agency.
” .

4
T

This is a source handbook of information for school distridts partic—

»




Texas Education Agency, Reading Supplement to Curriculum Guide for Texas

rs

Migratory Children, Austin, 1963, 75 p. .- . '

Curricular guides.to the teaching of reading to migrant children
in grades one through six are presented. Objectives are to teach
such essentia} skills in work recognition .as contextual (luos,
word form clues, phonetlc dnalysis, and structural analysis. The
teaching of such cognitive skills as. npprehend;ng the main idea, '
finding supporti:g/details, determining sequence, following direc— '
tions, drawing in#erences, following sequence in events and
stories, using reference material, and reacting to material read
is emphasized. The curriculum is to be developed along organtzed
lines, starting with reading readiness, and progressing to word
recognition, comprehension, purposeful reading at a definite rate

based on the purpose, vdcabulary devélopment, acquisition of >

study .skills,. and oral interpretation.

Texas Education Ageney, Proposed Curriculum Program for Texas Migratory
Children, Austin, 1963, 35 p.

A special curriculum is envisiomed which would include an eight-
hour school day for six months of the year. Emphasis would be
placed on English, mathematics, and social studies. Student
progress would be determined by standardized tests, or tests,
designed for the special curriculum. Daily and yearly schéduling

of class time, and subjects.to be included in grades one through -
eight, are discussed.

[y

Texas State Department of Health, Migrant Health Program Texas — Annual
_Report 1970, A#stin, April l97l ; -

]

. The major portion of th?s “annual’ report is divided into four

chapters: (1) migrant health: ackground and objectives; (2) the
migrancy situatdon; (3) state report and regional reports; and
(4} a look to the futures Projects relate to such topics as

heglth, education, employment housing, sanitation, family planning,*

and nutrition. .
. . , A

Thomas, Donald R., Determining an Effect Educatioenal Program for
.Children of Wigratory Workers in Wisconsin (Phase I), Wisconsin Univer-

-

/ English Language Problems, available from author, 1970.. ) .

sity, School of.-Education, Madison, W1sconsln, 1961, 58 p.

/

The educationof .migratory workers' children is of great concern. ’:

‘ to states where farming is among the principal industries. The

two objectives presented are: 1)predicting the time and place of
arrival in Wisconsin of specific migrant children; and 2)gathering
educatiorial information on these’ children in advance of their
arrival . o

. . . C . ra
» - .

.'lhtelkel& Paul T., The Effectiveness of Michigan Migrant Primary fﬁter—

‘disciplinary Project (MMPIP) Curricula in Helping Children with

&

To evaluate the effectiveness of thé Michigan Migrant Primary
Interdisciplinary Project's (MMPIP) "Interdisciplinary Oral -
Language Guide;. Primary One" in helping first graders haying
Iimited conttol of standard English with the oral language they
require for school, six unique conditions,were_ imposed on bi-
lingual ‘and non-bilingual students, (N'180) from five southern
Mighican school districts.

B ' s .

- . ' s e \p\~ o '.\\\\;////
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|
} Washington Office of the State Superintendefit of Public Instruction, .- v
Handbook and Guidelines: Migrant Education. Revised Edition, Olympfé, !

Washington, February 1972. . .
_ The national goals and fhe migrant sections of Title- I of Public .
; Law 89-750, Public Law, $0-247, and Public Law 91-230 are described ’
in this handbook and guIdelines for migramt education. Hashington
state regulations and the national’guidelines pertaining,to
migrant edgcation are also described. An overview and administra-
tive responsibilities are also listed. )
. " Wertheimer, Richard F., II:, The Monetéry:Rewa}aé‘bf M;gpation within-the - ‘
, United States., Urban Inst., Washington, D.C., March 1970. . '
This study focuses on the economic benefits derived by the migrant
from migration. The report presents a methodology for computing
. monetary benefits, an estimate of these benefits, and implications
- of the findings for public policy. =~ .- )

.

Wisconsin State Department of Public Instruction, Wisconsin Migrant Educa-
tion Program. 1971 Evaluation, Madison, Wisconsin, 1971.
1971 Migrant education program evaluation in Wisconsin:

‘
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'so,u,’mw;«:sq‘ FEDBRAL REGIONAL COUNCLL

. Puut Dince Bax 50027 . . Dallas, Texgs 75250 : (214) 749.1431
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MFMORANDUM B

’ »

» Interim Miqrant Sggerinq-Committee DATE™ March 28, +1973
: Jerry D. Steohehs;lx &

| D1rector/S‘lFRQ[f\f ' ¢ .
f . L
RE: Proposed Action'Plan. for Inter-regional Migrant Services EE;:::nafion

SENs

N VIR -

ey Following the meeting in Da]]as on March 27 of reoresentatives ¢f the
Dallas -and, Ch1caqo Federal Reg1ona1 Councils, various Federal and
State agencies, the Texas Goversnor's 0ff1ce and ‘the Texas Migrant
Coalition, the attached action nlan was nrepared by myself and

' [ﬁ%[: members of the Southwestern Educat1ona1 Deve]onment Laboratory for

your review and apcroval. - -

The Dallas a;\\bh1caqo representat1ves are encouraged to bring this
mitter to the attention of the Councils at their April 3, meeting for

S approval.of the provosed action plan. Establishment of the standina
5.3{ K Inter-regional Migrant Steer1ng Committeé 'should. be accomol1shed by’
%%§§ F June 6, co1nc1dent with nammnq the membersh1D

an

Should you care to make'any ‘changes to the attached D]an, p1ease _
-call me as sogn as possible (214-749-1431). Thark you for your. *
interest and cooperation

\ ' {m - | ' : | | o - ) C '
" "Ray Hruska, DHEW,V ’ ‘ ' :
Dan Cardenas, Texas MTgrant Coa]1tqon . ) .

. Paul Milan, DHEW, VI . . C T
¢ o, Wayne Brown, STCBC Texas =

K4 . . . -
; 4 5 . Bill Cecil, DOL, V .
i«, &) 8‘1 1 e'c1 0! o | .
P ccioH.D. McMahan - ' . ; o
Ha.vey Bradshaw , . : s~ .
! Tom Camp : L . '
'52355' George Bardahl . ﬁ‘&whw_ .
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~The Southwestern Educatiohal Deve]onment Laboratory, a private non-profit

-. bhased aopbroach designéd to bring about effective action on an inter-

e

] J .
INTER REGIOVAL COORDINATIONmOF MIGRANT SERVICES !

3/28/73
STEPS TONARD EFFECTIVE ACTION '

-

PURDOSE' '
e .
The,Ch1caoo and- Dallas Federa] Req1ona1 Councils have’ 1dent1f1ed major
nroblem areas in the home-base and in-trek coordination of migrant services, °
and the record transfer system for miqrant student health and education

3
-

ﬂuest1ons have bétn raised 1!{,conferences between the two regions. about
the numerous projects and services established for migrant farm laborers
and families, including: coordination of education programs (home based

and ipatrek); referral systems; and advocate aqenc1es attemonting to
facilitate uoward mobility.

dorporation with extensive experience in the field of migrant services,
is prooosed as a consultant to the Federal Regional Councils in A& multi-

regional basis on problems affect1ng migrant farm laborers and/their
families. S

13

The First phase would involve the estab11shment of a inter-regional,
1ntergovernmenta] steering committee, and the nreparatipn, of a preliminary
planning guide to qUantify problems facing.the.migrant population. The

puronses of this first task, to be completed within three vieeks of the
commitment to fund, should 1nc1ude

.\]

>

. The 1dent1f1cat1on of major nrojects and studies 1n1t1ated
dur1ne the past six years. which 1mp1nge upon, coord1nat1on of
mi‘grant servicds.

. The provisio

NV ¢ - "
;/zf,an informational synthesis on’transfer S{stems
such as the

igrant Student Record Transfer System (MRSTS).

. The identification of newly funded nroaects in HEW, DOL, 'OEQ.and
" other Federal and State agencies which bear s1gn1f1cant1y upon the
issues of nrogram coordination of migrant serV1ces

4 The 1dent1f1gat1on of s1qn1f1cant research on problems associated
- with migrant farm Taborers*and families through ERIC andaother
s1m11ar 1nformat1ona1 and abstracting services.

L 3

5. The deve]ooment of recommended nr1or1ty areas for inter-regional-
migrant services coordination, 1nc1ud1ng the rebarat1on of a
_proposal for a short term (three to six monthg review and assessment
project to ‘be sunported by the Dallas and Ch1caqo\£edera1 Regional
Counc1ls :




¢ "?" A : -

13 - ' ' .
OBJECTIVES QF PHASE I:
?w . The objectives of the fFirst nhagz will be to préduce a pre]iminary'planning
guide (PPG) which: ' .

h Y ' % o ) i ‘ .
i 1. Provides a compendium of research, survey and demonstration nrojects
at the Stat%_and national Tevels. . - ‘
. Includes a nlan for a short termstudy afd assessment with a time- )
table of scheduled tasks for imnlementation of the plan. .- a-

3. Identifies leaislation affectina migrant farm nopulation and the
respective Federal administrative nojicjes promulgated in conjunction.
* with the legislation. .
APPROACH: ' ‘ - -

* ~ »

A steehina committee comoosed of five members wi11'5£ie$tab1ished by
April 6 renresenting the following organizations: the Chicaqo and Dal]as\k
Federal fegional Cotincils (Directors, Secretariat or Migrant T.F..Chairmen),
Texas Governor's Office (S.Texas Cultural Basin Commission), Texas Migrant
Coalition (Chairman), and the Region VI DHEW Migrant Services Coordinator.
. , . )
The Soutths rn Educational Devé]ooment_Laborptory (SEDL), serving as \
R a tonsulfant{to the Federal Regional Ceunc#s, will produce a preljminary ;
: - blanning quifle {PPG) for review and discussion by the sgearinag committee.
- ‘The PPG will be comnleted -and nréSented to the Sommittee within threé
- ... weeks from the date of initiation (estimated to,"commence- following joint
= .. - wapproval by the FRC's on April 3'and\con$umation of they contract with SEDL). J{
_-The PPG will be- reyiewed by the steering committee and recommendations made |
7. to the_Da1las-and§l§caqo Councils for subsequent action including joint 4
___ fuilding pf the provosed short term review and assessment project. °

-
"e
e
-
I~

L . y 4 . e . -~ . *
: -e o Itds recdmmenéZd that following commencement df the PPG that .aporop late
/,:;’()? Federdl and State department heads, OMB/PCD and'thg Under Secretaries

- Working Group bé fully appraised of the proposed inter-regional migrant °

&

Z T . % servifes'cosrdination project.

-

g

- . « !

STy g - ' . . : .
- . .. -.Fdllpwina the short term review and assessment projeck, & major valuation
.., .» . focusing on a vell defined area of migrant services, coordination may pe

prooosed which has $ianificant olicy implications for Federal action.

-

X

- PRELIMINARY .
PLANNING GUIDE

e

" 'SHORT TERM REVEEY &

© SEXTEMSIVE EVALUATION-"

S~ -

PROJECT

(3 weeks)

ASSESSMENT PROJECT
) (3-6Imonths)

1
,?
g
“

69

77

»

»

- e -
I

(912 months)




T30
.
iw
FROM
‘a
.
v
’ 4
.
,
LY
o
- )
N .
L3N N
% .
i3
<38
fa.
. ‘-
1 .
. g
4
e . - O
N
PR ’
o
H '+ :.
L]
O

Aruitoxt provided by Eric

‘ SLBFCT Meating in Dallas ‘to Discuss Chicago - Dallas neglonal Ccunc11 Joint Effert

- . = e . C L
.- .

F s TN - \? INT T T DIPARTMENT O FIEALTH, P DUCA TION, ANIY Ui vl

VIR W] TOREGION VO CHIC G0

. Richard E. Friedman DATE: March 30, 1973
_ Regional Director o
v ) c . : - ) _
IS o -
2 . -
: Ray Hruschka &ASEL ' . .
ARD for Regiena{ Council )
. p . . L.

on Sehal® of Migrants - March 27, 1973

.
1 4
. Jerxy Stevers, Dillas Ravlonal €ouncil Staff Dxreetor did an excellent job
of arranoxnf and con nduczing this eyplora”ory mezeting to alscu35° \
A " . ¥ .'-..
1. Evaluation 'of the Littie Rock Akkansas - Wlorant Student Record
JIransfer System \MDRLS) an rs/that the qoutbwest Educational *®
Development Laboratory 'mjght 2ssist both Couﬁcxls on migrant proo--
lems. . . - < Y T
% 2. Specific projects in which staff of botH Regions ceuld work together .
i with §;aff of State agencies and Goxernors offices }n improvinzg
services to mig rant people this yeat. \
) . ¥ <
. Those attendiag the meeting chg@re& by ‘Mr. Stevens included: . 3
Jerry Brader - Office of Education - Dellas (Federal) . </ !

[} ~

: 4 . e .
Wayne Brown - Director of the G.S.T.C.B. Commission - Govérnor's staff (State
Tom Camo and two other staff members-of ghe Southwest Educatioral Develop«
nent laboratory of Austin (ccn;ultlnﬂ firm) -
. % ;
Daa Ca rﬂenas -~ Migrant Referral’Project = Austin (private egenc))

Reubsen Csvrazo.- ORD-DHEW - Dalilas - assigned tc the’ Greater South Texas'.

P - Qultural Basin Corﬂvsslﬂn (Feﬁn al-Stata) PR . St
. e v " T
* . Raywond *ruscbka_* Regional Council staff - Chicagd (deeral) e
n . LI \ . * R ) = - T »

Note:. Faul NLlan -‘OQD'- Da‘las - on temporary assignment to- the Texas o
T Gouernpr s Office, to spture informatiea regarding services to mlgraut;
..+ being p~ov*ded by Statc ageuexeg public and private, was urable toﬂbe ’

pro=ent’ but’ u111 ba a uart éf this _giroup. ° -
- ’ ) B : - ) coe :'~ - ) -4. = ".
¢ l}. » _ - N
. * ' N - o *
. - -~
" » N v ., - / _" M“ T,
‘ ‘ o ® -
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PAruiToxt provided by exic I8
N .

-
ke

et #e s R 1 the Veloz Report is rece

K]

. J/
Brader of the Ddllas.dEficg cf\Edgcation staff made 2 most important
ribing in detail, the entire historyc
- Computérized'Migrant.Student o
know so little about this i
lained to :

T4

f&$3erry
contribution to the meeting by desc
and operaticn of the Little Rock, Arkansas
Record Transfer System. Because so many peop
operation, this report will summarize much ©f what Mr. Brader exp
us. :

A
. .

| ope rati o

ation since 1970 by cooperative agreement of 43

The system has been in oper
States. There are novw 340,163~chi1drens'.records in the system,
‘ggmputer-terminalé in the 43 States, Five st?ﬁf members and- five termingl

operators in Little Rock process irmformation. \This is sent by teletype on . v
leased phore lines. There 1s an average of 12,500 ”inquirieé” per day and

a 2 to 5 day turn around time because it
schools to mail data. The program is suppo

)

with 137

rted nationally by Titlexd migrant

Each of the 43 States involved has a staff member funded by Title I migrant
money, to work.on behalf of migrant children. Each Regional Officg has
staff member with responsibility for migrant programs who relates to the -
&tate staffs. ) N c! ' ’ ,
Workshops age conducted in each cooperati
schael stafayabout the operation of the Litt
'submit data and secure information. _Only.school people have access to the
system at present. Others in health and in otheq.related ﬁjelds_imy sécure
f/ccess to the computer, howeveri throug‘.:x local school staff. .
.. i p .

Although there have been many problems involved in setting up thi® progran, |
. the system is operating fairly well. ,In the near future they will-be making .
some physical-ch%nges in“the system as well as in the-record print-out forms. |
These'dhaqﬁps should -improve the entire operational considerably. A copy
of ‘the print-out sheet currently being.used is att{Fhed.‘ (Iten #1)

ng State each year to teach local
le Rock Center and the way to . .

—

We discussed all sorts of questions”and probelems wi;h:Mr. Brader .who was
most knowledoeable and hogest -in his responses. He indicated that it is an
opportune time ‘for the two Regional Couiﬁils to start working together on
.mijgrant problems but’that any evaluation of -the¢ Center -should be deferred

jved and the-planned changes are made in the e

«

Center. Joint Council efforts will assist ox be assisted by, the following: -
. ) ' B 4 " s " . . . [ N
i 1. The'changes and resulting improvements which will be made in the .
- Little RogSysten in the very-near future. ) v :
. ., 2, The new ct now being negotiated in Washington with the Little '
' Rock Scho ystem to opkrate the computer. . ’
, . o . . , . . '
[ 14 - L, - .‘ -~ -
. s )
, . , .. »

funds of approximately $500,000. ) .

is sometimés necessary for some ‘
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.Twos very sertous prbblem§zﬁere mentioned that were worthy_gf research, Both
Councils may wish to, recor

4

»

-

3r5

The study-of the present system which-is’now being completed by

Phillippi: Veloz of the University of ®New Mexico at Los Cruces.,

This should be available in May. :

The good possibility of the "Bilingual Education Act' passing in the

Texas legisdature.- Staff of the Govérnor's office and others are  °

optinistic. This will benefit?nigrant»cbildren greatly. -
- f {

The efforts being made to pass the "Better Schools Act" - nationally -

vhich vill alse help migrant children - if passed. ' .
A . s

The ne&d to improve '"fidelity to the system' and to utilize better

the information that,is now available. -Council staff in both Regions

could assist greatly in this, -

v b

. . . 3 . .
The need to change policies té enable easier "in-put’ and securing

of information by health agegcies and others. Both Councils acting
together should be able to affect necessary changes. :

Thé scheduled N§tiona1 Migrant -Conference to be conducted by the

Office of Education in Little Rock on tMay 21 - 24 at vhich time a .

tour of the Computer Center will be conducted, Staff of botlr Regions

_-attending this conference could use it as an opportunity to get to~,

.gether to plan their joint effort.
Y

]

end that the Office of Fducatidn and/or the Urnderw

Secretaries Group support researeh to answer these questions: .
~ . ] .’“', oy

1.

Why\ao so dany migrant children drop out of school after two yeax$
and another very large number aiter seven years - most of’whom ~'es-
pecially girls - never return to schoot - Whd: can be.done to fOrreét
this situation? : ' -

’ ~ .

What .specific high-level policy changes in OE; HSMHA, SRS and DOL are”

2~

nccessary in order to improve services to migrant people’ in the areas =

of hezlth, education, enployment afd social -services - What»are the

-

.

specific areas, if any ®uhere presgnt egislation, policy,’ administra- _

tive practice or tradition prevent seasible imgggvements'ih delivery
systems of. services to migrants? , -7 )
What can be done to elimipate such resttrictions on sensiéléﬂpractiée.

[

’

] L, 7 . ;<’/-!f‘/_ + .
; .

- 1 . , .
o DECISIONS, MDE / QL
- 7 L

. . 4

-

After much discussion, our grqup decifed: ~ . L
! . . [

<

1.

.

E 1

- s L4

Y A
. . A" . . . S
To establish an ad hoe' '"Steering ‘Committee’ to {nsyre progress in two
'major areas - study an¢ getion. This Committee would consist of
r B ’ : ’

- - 8 ) . . v
‘ [ et

-
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(A
o

Jerry, Sgevens of.the Dallas~rRC Ra y Hruschka of the Cblcago FRC

Al Moreno of, theRurzl Committee of the<Spanlsn Speaking “Task Force
K) (Chitago), Wayne Broﬁn "of the Tesxas Governor's staff, Dan Cardenas

of the Migrant Referral Project andk/gul Milan of the Dallas DHEW

staff.(now assigned to the Texas Governor's officet Tom Camp of the

. ¢ Southwest Educational Development Laboratory would serve as a con-

- =
sultant. _ . - “‘ -

2

2. The Souttwest Fducational Be »velopment Laboratory would develop a *
"preliminary planning document” - a proposal of future planning and ~
=* study actiyities that could be supported by both Councils. The

. proposal and estimated budget is attactred. (1tem #2) A most 1npbrtad{/ﬁv
,part of this proposal is the preparation of a collation or compen-
dium of existifg, studies and recommendawions on which to base a
sound, plan of joirnt adtion by the two Councils.
3. The Steering Cormittee members would explore "areas or projects vhich

‘ staff of the tug Regional Offices plus.staff members of Governors'
Offices could start to work on 1mme01ate1y - in onder to improve
services to miczrant: people this vear. ! \\\, - 1

While in Dallas, I talked wltﬁ Glenn Bell; their Migrant Health Representative,

~

ferral Proj and Wayne Brown of the Governor's office about possible joint

_ Jerry Brader ?f the Dffice of Education and LPan Cardenas of the Migrant Re-

¢

efforts. Teturning o Chicago,. I contacted Fran Sugrue, our Migrant Health
Representative, Vince Burdin, our acting Title I M;orant Representative, and
Al Moreno of the Department of Labor tg get their suggestions. . All seemed to
be enthusiastic gbout the possibility and value of joint offoyfg-Qetween the
Reglons on epeleic pro;ects this year., ° . o _ , )
t - ' '
-4 . <. 4

- : Ny ~
PR . = s 4° M . e e &4 - -
On the basis of the qk?tlng in- Dallas nd ty cgﬁvaésqtions‘With Federal * .
Stdte and private age cy staff in Dallgg

Recommendations:

A -

1. The Chicago-Dallas Ad Hoc Steering Coéalttee select a few pro-
jgcts or.activitics on whlch we .cAn’ work togethcr lmmedlatch
that"would help improve services 'to migrant geople thws yea ~

‘o ‘SPEC%ilt prOJ%gtS suggested to. date are; . .

g A T
y a; Follow- -Upein bbth Re°1on9 of 4 600 Family Blte Cross-,
_“Blue Shlelu‘PrOJact funded by DHEW (Migrant Health).

.o ' 3.

) AEUTE b.. Intenisive rgferral follow-up achvxty betweeh two or -~ °
s’ rRore selerted Migrant Health Cliniés in both’ Reglons.
e FoT example, the Berrien Caenty Clinie-in Michigan ‘
L. . ~ (Dr. Locey) and the Harl:ngen CcunLy Clinic in Téxas "
L {Hr, Hakans) . . .
o X ‘ .7 e L ~ .
i ¢ , - , E . z . N Ty LJ"

*

~

and Chicagd, I rgcommend thal: \\‘;n\,a
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c.

Contact between Title I Migrant staff of the.Departrments
of Education ol Texas and the States of Region V arrangad
by Office of Education staff to evaluate efforts and that
steps to éncourage 1mprov1ng educatior@yservices to " :
migrant children. g J
Cooperate with the Migrant Referral Project in their plan
to develop a Directoryof Health Services in the Texas -
"migrant user" States - Supplement this directory with
information on other services, such as food stamps, day
care, rest centers, etc. . “

Assist the Little Rock Cent?r and the users to’imptqye
the ''fidelity to the system" and make data more available
to health and othér agencies.

2. Add to‘'our.Ad Hoc Steering Committee, selected people in each
Reglon who would be able toraccomplish the objectives:selected -°

Aas. .part
’> members
' pointed.

Region V Staff . )

of their regular job respon51b111ty Steering Cormittee

could assist in the work of subgcommgttees that are ap-
A s
. ‘ @ .

B B A [

-

N

- H——

an Sugtue

Vince Burdig

Mich;gan

Dr. Lécey

\

Al Shipstead - Governors' office staff

i Al .Moreno~

Ray Hruscgkat- Regional Council

. . s
- State-Federal\

| ;kgéion,VI Staff
'-‘ﬂigrf?t HEalth’Bepresentatives ~ Glenn Bell ~ -, .
- Title I Repre‘s‘entati;zés .- - Jerr}aBrader “ ..
- State Migrant Educétion:Reps.. - Iggas ‘

-~ . » ,
- . ¢ » 2

Health Project Direction . = Mr. . Hawkins

El

- - Wayne Brow;\~

. » ’ y

—”Dppattmbnt of Labor -
\ R . *

ity
ool

- Paul Milan - .

~ Private Agency T .

»

.- Dan Cardenas “.
- = Jerry Stevens.

o -
. :\ /A.l o -h ‘
_Iq?iCamp - Consultad;,'l
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_ This repert and suggested plan hag begn dent to Jerry Stevens to share with
© Mr. McMzhon and will be sent to steff involved if you and Mr. McMahon agrez
. we should proceed. All those consulted feel we should selec.. a feh t:ungs
- _ . and try to do them well. It may be that our Ad Hoc Steering Committee will
. e want to re-examine the recommeundations of our Inter-Regional Team Report of .
Lo . January 30, 1973 (attached - Item #3) in selecting projects for action this
" . 7 1 year 2nd for the future. . . ’
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